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©ntteb States Court of Appeals 

district:: of Columbia 
No. 9155 


Mary J. Pyle, appellant 
: vs. 

United States of America, appellee 


i 

APPEAL FROM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR 

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


BRIEF FOB. APPELLEE 


COUNTERSTATEMENT OF THE CASE 

i. 

This is an appeal from a judgment and conviction for perjury, j 
Appellant was a witness in the case of United States v. Lau- \ 
baugh and Sipe / a White Slave case. At that trial, which was 
held before Justice Henry A. Schweinhaut, she was called as a 
Government witness and gave testimony contrary to a state- j 
ment she had made to two FBI agents; she testified that the j 
statement which she had given to the FBI agents had been 
given by her because they told her that if she did not sign it j 
die would get two years in jail (App. 22 et seq.); and because 
they threatened to tell her mother, who was ill, that she had 
worked as a prostitute in Washington, D. C. (App. 39). 

Appellant’s indictment for perjury was based on the afore¬ 
said testimony. At the perjury trial the Government estab- j 
lished that Mary Pyle had been sworn to testify and did testify j 
under oath. The Government then read from the transcript of 

* — U. S. App. D. C. —, 150 F. 2d 964 (1945). 
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(1) 
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the record her testimony in the Laubaugh and Sipe case, 
thereby establishing that in that case she had testified that 
the statement had been procured from her involuntarily and 
against her will (App. 19 et seq.). The court ruled that her 
testimony had been material to the issues in the Laubaugh 
and Sipe case. 

The FBI agents who had taken appellant’s statement ex¬ 
plained the circumstances under which the statement had been 
obtained (App. 46). They testified in substance that she had 
given the statement voluntarily and gave them information 
they had not had; that they had made no threats. In the course 
of examining Agent Culp (App. 49), the prosecutor questioned 
him as to what information, if any, he had “with respect to 
Laubaugh’s activities in the District of Columbia at the time 
that you spoke to the defendant in Texas.” Objection was 
made to this question. Counsel approached the Bench, and 
the prosecutor informed the Court that the witness would tes¬ 
tify that he had no information about Laubaugh’s activities, 
with the exception of a teletype directing him to go out and 
investigate; that all the information in the statement was 
given by the girl. It was agreed that this line of questioning 
would be reserved. 

At the termination of the Government’s case appellant 
moved for a directed verdict on the ground, among others, that 
Justice Schweinhaut was not a qualified judge, since he did 
not reside in the District of Columbia. The motion was 
denied. 

Appellant, on her own behalf, testified as to the giving of the 
statement (App. 59). She stated on direct examination in sub¬ 
stance that the agent supplied her with the information in the 
statement ; that she signed the statement because they told her 
she would get two years if she did not sign it (App. 61, 66). She 
understood that she would get the two years “for being up there 
(Washington, D. C.) and living, using his (Laubaugh’s) name 
when I wasn’t married.” She testified further that they ac¬ 
cused her of working as a prostitute and said they would tell 
her mother that she had so worked; that her mother was suf- 
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fering from heart trouble (App. 62). Her counsel on direct 
examination voluntarily disclosed that the statement which 
she had signed described a vigit she and another girl and two 
men had made to a tourist court and narrated that she and 
Buck Laubaugh had had sexual intercourse. (App. 66). An 
important element in her testimony was that the agents knew 
all or most of the information which appeared in her state¬ 
ment ; that they did not obtfiin it from her. | 

On cross-examination (App. 67) the witness 'was questioned, 
within the scope of the direct examination, as to why she had 
signed the statement and she testified without objection that 
she knew she hadn’t done anything “except being around Buck 
(Laubaugh)”; that she knew she had not worked for Buck 
as a prostitute; and that she knew she had not done anything 
in violation of law other than live with him (App. 68). Shej 
was examined at length as to whether she had supplied specific 
details in the statement or whether such information had been 
supplied by the agents. Asked if she had told the agents that 
she had relations with Buck at a particular time and place, she 
said, “I don’t remember tilling them that I did” (App. 71), 
She stated that the agents read back to her the part of the state¬ 
ment which read, “I did not work for Buck as a prostitute and 
have never worked as a prostitute” (App. 75) but that thejt 
kept insisting she was a prostitute. 

In rebuttal Agent Culp* was called to the stand (App. 82 
et seq.) and testified, in substance, that the only informatioi) 
which he had when he went to get the statement from appel¬ 
lant was that contained in a teletype that had been sent to 
the Dallas Office of the FBI from the Washington Office. Apf 
pellant objected to the introduction of the teletype, on the 
ground that “It goes into matters * * * that have nothing 
to do with this case.” The Court ruled that the teletype was 
admissible insofar as it bore upon the statements of appellant 
that the FBI agents “knew all the facts and stated them themj 
selves to her and put them' into the statement and the counter* 
evidence of the Government that all they knew’ was what was 
in this teletype * * *\ The defendant, Mary Pyle, has 
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made this relevant.” The teletype was then introduced and 
the Court admitted it with an instruction that it was mate¬ 
rial only to the question as to what information the agents 
had when they called on appellant for a statement. The 
witness then read the teletype (App. —). No questions were 
asked by the Government as to the contents of the teletype. 
On cross-examination counsel for appellant examined the 
witness with regard to the statement in the teletype that 
Mary Pyle was a known prostitute and the agent stated 
he did not know if appellant had ever been arrested for 
prostitution. 

Appellant was found guilty and sentenced to imprisonment 
for the period of one year to three years (App.J.5). She was 
released on bail pending appeal. 

STATUTES INVOLVED 

§ 22-2501 (D. C. Code, 1940): 

Every person who, having taken an oath of affirma¬ 
tion before a competent tribunal, officer, or person, in 
any case in which the law authorized such oath or affir¬ 
mation to be administered, that he will testify, declare, 
depose, or certify truly, or that any written testimony, 
declaration, disposition, or certificate by him subscribed 
is true, wilfully and contrary to such oath or affirmation 
states or subscribes any material matter which he does 
not believe to be true, shall be guilty of perjury; and 
any person convicted of perjury * * * shall be 

punished by imprisonment in the penitentiary for not 
less than two nor more than ten years. 

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

I 

There was ample evidence of perjury to warrant submission 
of the case to the jury. There is no merit to the contention 
that the proceedings were invalid because the presiding justice 
in the case in which the false statement was made was not a 
resident of the District of Columbia. 
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The teletype was properly admitted into evidence. A vital 
issue in the case was the amount of information known to the 
agents at the time they called upon appellant for a statement. 
The teletype was essential evidence on this issue and its ad¬ 
mission was not erroneous, particularly in view of the instruc¬ 
tion which accompanied it. ; 

The statements in the teletype relating to appellant’s im¬ 
moral activities were merely cumulative of other similar evi¬ 
dence in the case, which had been introduced by appellant or 
by the Government without objection, and therefore were not j 
prejudicial. Furthermore the reference to appellant as a j 
known prostitute was directly relevant to testimony given by 
the defense. ,) 

Finally, the objection which appellant now makes was not j 
' called to the attention of the trial judge at the timp the tele- j 
type was introduced and therefore is not properly urged at this j 
time. • _ 

ARGUMENT 

I 

The evidence was sufficient to warrant submission of the 

case to the jury 

Appellant contends that the evidence was insufficient to 
justify submission of the case to the jury (Br. 3, 5). This con¬ 
tention apparently is based on two premises: (1) That the j 
testimony of the FBI agents to the effect that the statement 
had been given voluntarily was insufficient, in view of appel¬ 
lant’s contrary testimony, to sustain the charge; (2) That j 
Associate Justice Henry A. Schweinhaut was not a duly quali- j 
fied judge because he did not reside in the District of Columbia; 
that the proceedings before him therefore were null and void; 
and that there could have been no false testimony before him. 

As to appellant’s first premise, there was ample evidence to 
establish the falsity of her testimony. The falsity was proved 
by the testimony of two witnesses, the FBI agents. This was 
adequate. Weiler v. United States, 323 U. S. 606 (1945). 
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Appellant’s contention based on the alleged in competency 
of Justice Schweinhaut is without merit. In United States 
ex rel.Laughlin v. Either, 56 Fed. Supp. 972 (Dist. Ct. D. C. 
1944), it was held that the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia is not a district court within the 
meaning of the statute requiring that judges reside within 
the district in which they preside. 2 This view was followed 
in Sykes v. Sanford, 150 F. (2d) 205 (C. C. A. 5, 1942), cert, 
denied, 90 L. Ed. 223, 66 S. Ct. 331, w’here it "was pointed out 
in addition that failure to comply with the residence provi¬ 
sion of 28 U. S. C. A. 1 would not nullify judicial proceed¬ 
ings. The court said: 

It should be noted that the provision is not that a 
judge shall forfeit his commission if he does not reside in 
the district for which he vras appointed, but that he 
shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor. Probably he 
could be impeached therefor and removed from office, 
but until this should happen his acts would be valid 
as a judge de facto. 

II 

There was no error in admission of the teletype 

Appellant takes the position that the Court erred in admit¬ 
ting the teletype message. Objection is made specifically to 
the following statements which it contained: 

Secure signed statement from Mary Pyle, known 
prostitute * * * 

# * re her complete knowledge of activities of 

subjects and victim and the fact that Laubaugh trans¬ 
ported Pyle to and from Texas to Washington, D. C. 

upon several occasions. 

* * * 

Mary Pyle lived with Laubaugh in Washington, D. C. 
as man and wife. 

It is averred that the effect of the teletype was to stamp 
appellant as a person of immoral character and designate her 
as a prostitute. 

* 28 U. S. C. A. 1: * * Every district Judge shall reside in the 

district * * • for which he is appointed, and for offending against 
this provision shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor.” 
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The defense to the indictment was that the allegedly per¬ 
jured testimony was in fact true, that appellant had been 
coerced by two FBI agents into signing a statement. The 
Government sought to establish that the agents, at the time 
they called upon appellant and obtained the statement, had 
only the information contained in the teletype. By contrast¬ 
ing this meager information with the detailed narrative in the 
statement which was obtained, the Government was able to 
show that appellant cooperated with the agents and had 
voluntarily given them information. On the other hand the i 
defense attempted to show* that the agents put the words in ! 
appellant’s mouth. Obviously the teletype was essential evi¬ 
dence—and the best evidence—on this important issue. It was 
relevant both to establish the Government’s case in chief and 
to rebut the defense and therefore was properly admitted. 
Moreover the instruction which accompanied its introduction 
carefully explained its relevance and thereby eliminated any 
possibility of error which may have existed. Compare Marcus 
v. United States, 66 App. D. C. 298, 86 F. (2d) 854 (1936); 
Donald v. United States, 70 App. D. C. 14, 102 F. (2d) 618. 
(1939). 

Responsibility for stamping appellant as a person of immoral 
character cannot be attributed to the teletype. The record had 
already been filled with evidence bearing upon her lack of 
morals. This was inevitable because it was a part of the story 
of her association with Laubaugh and that story explained the 
background of the statement she gave the FBI agents and sup¬ 
plied a motive for her giving false testimony (App. 76). She I 
stated, on direct examination, that she had used Laubaugh’s 
name when she was not married and that the agents had insisted 
upon accusing her of being a prostitute 3 (App. 62, 75). Of 
its own volition the defense revealed that in her statement to 
the FBI agents she told of having sexual intercourse with 
Laubaugh in a tourist cabin (App. 66). She later testified, on 
cross-examination, that she did not remember telling the agents j 

’Insofar as the teletype referred to appellant as a prostitute, it bore 
directly upon, and served to corroborate, the defense that the agents had 
accused her of being one. 


I 

I 
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of this event, thereby clearly intimating that the event had 
occurred (App. 71). She admitted that she had lived as 
Mrs. C. H. Laubaugh (App. 76). Her testimony revealed a 
familiarity with Laubaugh’s activities and those of a prostitute 
who worked for him (App. 19 et seq.; she testified that she had 
been and still was very fond of Laubaugh (App. 76 et seq). 
In view of this context the statements objected to by appellant 
can hardly be said to have been prejudicial. 

In addition to this general background of appellant’s morals, 
as presented prior to the introduction of the teletype, it is 
significant to note that reference had been made specifically, 
before the jury, either by counsel for appellant or without objec¬ 
tion from him, to the subjects mentioned in the teletype: that 
appellant had been accused by the FBI agents of being a prosti¬ 
tute, that she had knowledge of Laubaugh’s activities, and that 
she lived with him in Washington, D. C. as man and wife, 
although they were not in fact married. Similar statements 
in the teletype, under these circumstances, cannot be said to 
have been prejudicial. See Noland v. United States, 10 Fed. 
768 (C. C. A. 9, 1926); Mumjorde v. United States, 76 U. S. 
App. D. C. 107, 110, 130 F. 2d 411, 414 (1942), cert. den. 317 
U. S. 656. 

Finally, it is noteworthy that appellant did not apprise the 
trial judge of the objection now made to the introduction of the 
teletype. When the Government was presenting its case in 
chief, the prosecutor sought to elicit from one of the FBI agents 
what information, if any, the agent had at the time he called 
upon appellant for a statement (App. 49). L T pon objection by 
appellant, this line of questioning was reserved. After the 
defense had contested the issue as to whether the agents had 
the information in the statement or whether it was supplied 
them by appellant, the Government, in rebuttal, introduced the 
teletype to prove what information the agents did have. Ob¬ 
jection was made to its introduction because “It goes into 
matters * * * that have nothing to do with this case.” 
No further elaboration of the objection was made. The 
court, in ruling the teletype admissible, referred to the fact 
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that he had ruled it out in the Government’s case in chief 
“because it did not seem to me, as the case stood then, that it j 
had any important bearing * * 

With these facts presented, it becomes clear that appellant’s 
objection to the admission of the teletype was properly under- j 
stood by the court to be a repetition of the earlier objection j 
made by appellant to questioning of the agent as to what in¬ 
formation he had when he went for the statement. There was j 
no indication by any one that appellant was objecting to the j 
language in the teletype which he now maintains was objec¬ 
tionable. Appellant having failed to advise the trial judge j 
of his objection, error on this ground cannot be claimed at this 
time. United States v. McMasters, 4 Wall. 680, 682 (1866); j 
United States v. Lutz, 142, F. 2d 985, 989 (C. C. A. 3, 1944); j 
Beausoliel v. United States, 71 App. D. C. Ill, 107 F. 2d 292 
(1939); DeForest v. United States, 11 App. D. C. 458 (1897). j 
Furthermore appellant’s’, objection at the trial was to the in- j 
troduction of the teletype >as a whole. In the brief for appel¬ 
lant objection is made only to certain portions of the teletype. \ 
If it be conceded, as it must be, that some parts of the tele- ; 
type were admissible, then there is no merit to appellant’s I 
present contention because- of his failure at the trial to specify 
the parts excepted to. In this regard the following was stated 
in United States v. McM asters, supra: 

The testimony * * # was taken * * * and 
when produced at the trial several objections were taken 
to its competency f and admissibility. The objections j 
were very general and indefinite, without pointing out 
the portions of his Answers to the interrogatories which j 
were inadmissible, 'except in gros, embracing matters j 
clearly competent and relevant to the issues. It is the j 
duty of the party excepting to evidence to point out the 
part excepted to, so that the attention of the court may | 
be drawn to it. If the exception covers any admissible 

evidence, it is rightly overruled. 

■ 

See also Jackson v. United States, 48 App. D. C. 269 (1919). 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons it is submitted that there was; no 
error in the trial in the court below and therefore its judgment 
should be affirmed. 

Edward M. Curran, 

United States Attorney. 
Sidney S. Sachs, 

Assistant United States Attorney. 
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G. J. No. 

Criminal No. 

Violation: Perjury 

DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Holding a Criminal Term 
July Term, A. D. 1945 j 

I 

District of Columbia, ss: 

The Grand Jurors of the United States in and for the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia aforesaid, upon their oath, do present: 

That on, to wit, the 17th day of April 1945, and until the 
30th day of April 1945, and at and within the District of Co¬ 
lumbia the criminal case of United States v. Chalmers H. 
Laubaugh and Nelson 0. Sipe f No. 74633, in which the said 
defendants therein were being tried upon an indictment re^ 
turned by the Grand Jury of the District of Columbia, charg¬ 
ing in two counts a violation of the White Slave Traffic Act 
and conspiracy to violate the White Slave Traffic Act, respec¬ 
tively, came on for trial and was heard before the Honorable 
Henry A. Schweinhaut, Justice of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia, holding Criminal Division 
No. Two, to determine whether or not the said defendants 

therein were guilty of the offenses charged. 

That, on, to wit, the 24th day of April 1945, and at and within 
the District of Columbia, in the said case in the said District 
Court of the United States for the District of Columbia one 
Mary J. Pyle was called and thereafter did testify as a witness. 

That the said case was a case in which the law authorized an 
oath to be administered to the said Mary J. Pyle; that the said 
District Court of the United States for the District of Columbia 
was a competent tribunal before which the oath might be admin¬ 
istered to the said Mary J. Pyle, and the said Henry A. Schweiii- 
haut, Justice of the District Court of the United States for the 

(13) 
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District of Columbia was a competent officer and person before 
whom an oath might be administered to the said Mary J. Pyle, 
and one James Menendez was a Deputy Clerk of the District 
Court of the United States for the District of Columbia, and 
was authorized by law then and there to administer an oath to 
the said Mary J. Pyle. 

That at the time and place aforesaid, and at the trial afore¬ 
said, the said James Menendez, Deputy Clerk of the District 
Court of the United States for the District of Columbia, duly 
administered to the said Mary J. Pyle an oath, and she, the said 
Mary J. Pyle, took her oath; that she, in the case and matter 
then and there on trial, would testify and declare truly, the 
said testimony which she, the said Mary J. Pyle, should and 
would give in the case then and there on trial, should and would 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth; and 
that the said James Menendez as DeputyJClerk aforesaid, had 
the power then and there to administer the oath aforesaid to 
the said Mary J. Pyle. 

And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do 
further present: 

That having taken her oath aforesaid to tell the truth, 
the whole truth and nothing but the truth, she, the said Mary 
J. Pyle, did give testimony directly bearing on the issue of the 
guilt or innocence of the defendants then being tried in the said 
District Court of the United States for the District of Columbia 
and in the case and matter aforesaid, and while on the witness 
stand, and so testified under oath as aforesaid, the said Mary J. 
Pyle was asked whether she had not in a written statement of 
September 18, 1944, bearing the signature of the said Mary J. 
Pyle, made statements contrary to the testimony she was then 
and there giving under oath; which said testimony was not col¬ 
lateral but bore directly on the issue of the guilt or innocence 
of the defendants; that the said Mary J. Pyle testified that she 
had executed and signed the statement of September 18, 1944; 
that thereupon she, the said Mary J. Pyle, falsely and contrary 
to the said oath to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing 
but the truth, did knowingly wilfully and feloniously state, de¬ 
clare and testify in substance and effect to a matter material 
to the subject of inquiry then and there being heard by the said 


Court, that is, that the statement of September 18,1944, which ; 
she, the said Mary J. Pyle, had signed, was signed by her invol¬ 
untarily against her will, arid because of intimidation, coercion 
and threats made by agents of the Federal Bureau of Investi- j 
gation, and further that she, the said Mary J. Pyle, was forced 
to sign the said statement of September 18, 1944, and that said 
statement was not made by her voluntarily nor of her own free 
will; whereas, in truth and in fact the said Mary J. Pyle had 
signed the statement of September 13, 1944, freely and volun- j 
tarily, all of which she, the said Mary J. Pyle, at the time and j 
at the place of testifying as aforesaid well knew. 

And so the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath afore- j 
said, do further present: 

That at the time and place aforesaid, the said Mary J. Pyle, 
having taken an oath before a competent tribunal, officer and 
person, in a case in which the law authorized such oath to be 
administered, that she, the said Mary J. Pyle, would testify j 
and declare truly, did unlawfully, feloniously, corruptly, and j 
knowingly declare and state material matter which was notj 
true and which she, the said Mary J. Pyle, did not then and; 
there believe to be true, arid thereby then and there did com-j 
mit the crime of perjury; against the form of the statute in j 
such case made and provided, ana against the peace and gov-j 
ernment of the said United States. 


A true bill: 


Attorney of the United States in 

and for the District of Columbia. 

-, Foreman . 

Judgment and Commitment 


District Court of the United States for the District of Columbia 

No. 75580 


United States v. Mary J. Pyle 

Criminal Indictment in one count for Perjury 

On this 7th day of December A. D. 1945, came the Unitec} 
States Attorney, and the defendant Mary J. Pyle, appearing 
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in proper person, and by Counsel, James J. Laughlin, Esquire, 
and, the defendant having been convicted on a verdict of guilty 
of the offense charged in the indictment in the above-entitled 
cause, to wit: Perjury, and the defendant having been now’ 
asked whether she has anything to say w’hy judgment should 
not be pronounced against her, and no sufficient cause to the 
contrary being shown or appearing to the Court, it is by the 
Court 

Ordered and adjudged that the defendant, having been found 
guilty of said offenses, is hereby committed to the custody 
of the Attorney General or his authorized representative few 
imprisonment for the period of One (1) year to Three (3) 
years. 

It is further ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy 
of this judgment and commitment to the United States Mar¬ 
shal or other qualified officer and that the same shall serve as 
the commitment herein. 

(Signed) James M. Proctor, 

United States District Judge. 

A True Copy. 

Certified this 7 day of Dec. 1945. 

(Sigi^ed) Charles E. Stewart, 

Clerk. 

(By) John Guandolo, 

Deputy Clerk. 

District Court of the United States for the District of Columbia 

Criminal No. 75580 

United States of America 
vs. 

Mary J. Pyle 
Notice of Appeal 

Mary J. Pyle, 200 19 SE. 

James J. Laughlin, Natl. Press Bldg. 

Offense, Perjury. 

Date of Judgment, Dec. 7, 1945. 

Brief description of judgment or sentence, 1-3 years. 
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Name of prison where now confined, if not on bail, Wash. 
Asylum and Jail. 

I, the above-named appellant, hereby appeal to the Court 
of Appeals of the District of Columbia from the judgment 

above-mentioned on the grounds set forth below. 

(S) Mary J. Pyle, Appellant. 

Date Dec. 7, 1945. j 

Grounds of Appeal 

i 

Verdict was contrary to Evidence. 

Perjury was not shown. 

Court erred in admitting evidence. 

Judge Schweinhaut was not a duly qualified judge. 

A True Copy. i 

Test * 

Charles E. Stewart, 

Clerk. 

By (S) Lillian C. Brown, 

Deputy Clerk . 

j 

In the District Court of the United States for the District 

of Columbia « 

Criminal No. 75580 


United States of America, plaintiff 

vs. 

Mary J. Pyle, defendant 
Filed Dec. 20,1945. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Assignment of Errors 

In the above entitled cause the Court erred: 

1. In admitting evidence offered by the Government. 

2. In excluding evidence offered by the defendant. 

3. In refusing to direct a verdict at the conclusion of 

Government’s case. 

4. In holding that the crime of perjury had been made 

5. In permitting evidence to go to the jury showing 
the defendant had been guilty of other offenses, which 

not true. 


the 

i 

i 

out. 

that 

was 
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6. In holding that Judge Henry A. Schweinhaut was a duly 
qualified judge. 

7. In entering judgment for the United States. 

8. In overruling defendant's motion for a new trial. 

9. In other respects apparent of record. 

(S) James J. Laughlin, 

James J. Laughlin, 

National Press Building, 

Counsel for Defendant. 

1 In the District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia 

Criminal No. 75580 

United States of America, plaintiff 

vs. 

Mary J. Pyle, defendant 
Transcript of Proceedings 


***** 

0 

testimony on behalf of the government 

***** 

Mr. Margolius. This is the testimony of Mary Jess Pyle 
given on April 24 and 25 of 1945, in the case of United States 
against Chalmers H. Laubaugh, and Nelson 0. Sipe, Criminal 
Case 74633. 

The Court. What does that record show, that she was called 
as a witness for the Government? 

Mr. Margolius. She w*as called as a witness for the United 
States. 

The Court. Who is the examiner? 

Mr. Margolius. I am. 

* * 


* 


* 
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“Mary Jess Pyle was called as a witness and, having been 
first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

“Direct examination by Mr. Margolius: 

i 

“Q. State your full name. 

“A. Mary Jess Pyle. , 

“Q. And where do you live? 

“A. 1420 M. 

“Q. City of Washington? •' 

“A. Yes, sir. • j 

“Q. Where are you employed? 

“A. I was working at the Chinese Lantern. 

“Q. The Chinese Lantern? 

“A. Yes, sir. ' C i 

“Q. A restaurant by that name? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. That is a restaurant:at North Capitol and F Streets; 
is that right? ; 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you know Buck Laubaugh? 

“A. I do. * j 

“Q. How long have you known him? 

“A For a year and four months. 

# # i t # # 

“Q. Do you know. Miss Pyle, what business this defendant 
Laubaugh was in in September of 1944?” 

Then there was an objection. 

* * » * * * 

“A. Well, yes—no. | 

“Q. Your answer is what? 

“A. No. 

“Q. What is it? ‘Yes?’ ‘No?’ What is your answer, please? j 
please? 

“A. Well. I cannot answer that ‘y es? or ‘no.’ I don’t know. 

I don’t know. No. • 

“Q. You do not know. Did you ever have any conversation \ 
with the defendant Laubaugh as to what he was doing for a 
living in August or September of 1944?” 

There was an objection a,nd the question was repeated on 
page 390 and then she answered: 
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“A. I never asked him what he w-as doing. 

“Q. Did he ever tell? 

U A. Well, I know he was playing pool. 

“Q. You know he was playing pool? 

“A. He spent a good deal of his time at the poolroom. 

“Q. What poolroom? 

“A. Well, several different ones. The Ninth Street pool- 
room. 

“Q. Is that the only answer you have as to what your knowl¬ 
edge is of his occupation? 

“A. Yes. 

***** 

“Q. What was your association or connection with Mr. 
Laubaugh, if any, during this time, that is, during July and 
August of 1944, take that time in 1944 ” 

* * * * * 

“Q. In July or August of 1944. 

“A. In August or September? 

“Q. During that time. 

“A. In September I was in Texas. 

“Q. Let me ask you about August ? 

“A. Well, in August I was going with him. 

“Q. Where were you living in August of 1944? 

“A. I was living on Rhode Island and Fourteenth Street. 
***** 

“Q. Under what name?” 

***** 

“A. I was living under the name of Mrs. C. H. Laubaugh. 
“Q. You occupied it as Mrs. C. H. Laubaugh? 

“A. Yes. 

‘•Q. How long did you go under the name of Mrs. C. H. 
Laubaugh ? 

“A. Ever since I had gotten the apartment, because I could 
not get one as a single girl, they would not let me have one, 
and I asked him could I use his name, and in that way I got 
one. 

“Q. By his name, who are you talking about? 

“A. Buck. 

‘‘Q. The defendant Laubaugh here? 
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“A. Yes. 

“Q. Who paid the rent on that apartment? 

“A. I did. | 

“Q. Were you employed at the time? 

“A. No. I 

“Q. Where did you obtain your money? 

“A I had worked for four years as a waitress, and I had j 
* 

saved my money. 

“Q. You had worked as a waitress in Texas? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. How long were you in the District of Columbia: j 

“A. I have been here since January a year off, a year and 

a few days. J 

“Q. During all of that period of time prior to September ol j 

1944 you were not employed; is that right? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. Did you ever received any money from the defendant 
Laubaugh? 

“A. At times I borrowed money from him. 

“Q. Did you pay him back? 

“A. Yes, I paid him back. 

u Q j)o you know—directing your attention to the latter part 
of August 1944 from any conversation that you had with thej 
defendant Laubaugh, where he obtained his money that hej 

loaned to you, or supplied to you?” 

* 

“A. Well, I never asked him about where he got his money j 
I do know this, but I have seen him with a lot of money. I know 
that last September—I mean last summer, and in the fall, I 
have seen him several times win $/00 or $800 betting on baseball 

games. 

“Q. Do you know from any conversation—you say you never 
did have any conversation about where he got it? 

“A. No. Never. 

“Q. Where did you go when you went to Texas? 

“A. Texas, to—I went to live with my folks, and then I went 

down to Brownsville. 

“Q. Where are your folks? 
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“A. Crockett. 

“Q. When did you go back to Texas? 

“A. In September. 

“Q. What part of September? 

“A. Well, I do not remember exactly, but it was around the 
first, sometime. 

“Q. First part of the month? 

“A. Yes. 

f ‘Q. You are very friendly, are you not, with the defendant 
Laubaugh at this time?” 

***** 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. When is the last time that you used his name, Mrs. C. H. 
Laubaugh? 

“A. I am using it now. 

“Q. Still using it? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. Where did you say you were living? 

“A. 1420 N Street. 

“Q. Did you or do you now live there under the name of Mrs. 
C. H. Laubaugh?” 

***** 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. You are in constant association with the defendant Lau¬ 
baugh and have been in the course of this trial? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. Have you ever discussed this case with him? 

“A. We never discussed it. 

“Q. What is that? 

“A. We never discussed it any time. We never did. 

***** 

“Q. Miss Pyle, now do you recall after your return to Texas, 
and while you were there, that you spoke to two agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. Do you recall that you made certain statements to 
them? 
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“A. Well, I know they wrote out some stuff and told me if I 
did not sign it that I would get two years in jail, and I had 

to sign it. . 

“Q. Who gave them the information to put in this state¬ 
ment, Miss Pyle? ' 

“A. I don’t know. 

“Q. Did you read the statement? 

“A. I did not. ; j 

“Q. How long was it? 

“A. Well, it was quite a few pages. 

“Q. Would you say that it was 12 pages long? How long 
would you say? 

“A. I don’t know. I do not think there were that many 
pages in it, but I think it was about nine pages or something 

like that, I imagine. • 

«q Have you ever seen those agents or had you ever seen 

those agents before in your life? 

“A. Never. That was the first time I ever laid my eyes on 

them. ' 

“Q. Do you know where they are not? 

«A. No. 

“Q. Did they identify themselves to you as Federal Bureau 

of Investigation agents? 

“A. Yes; they said they were. 

“Q. Did they show you their credentials? 

“A. They showed me some stuff. 

“Q. Where was this statement given? 

“A. In my home. 

“Q. In your home? 

“A. You mean where they came to me and got the statement. , 

“Q. In your home? 

“A. In my home. 

“Q. Who was present when these men were present besides 

yourself? 

“A. No one. 

“Q. Just you? | 

“A. Yes. • 


> 
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“Q. Miss Pyle, did you notice in the statement which was 
signed any mistake or errors? 

“A. I did not read it. 

“Q. Did you sign it? 

“A. I think they pointed out places where they told me to 
put my initials, and other places where they told me to put my 
full name. 

“Q. Did you notice where you put your initials, your sig¬ 
nature and your initials, did you notice where you put them? 

“A. It was just mistakes where they had started to spell 
out some name, and it turned out they had spelled it wrong, 
and I put my initials there. 

“Q. What is your mother’s name, please? 

“A. That is Mrs. Minnie Lee Pyle. 

“Q. Minnie Lee Pyle? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. What was her maiden name? 

“A. Wilson. 

“Q. Would you say that her maiden name was Wilson? 

“A. Yes.” 

• * * * • « 

“Q. What was your father’s name, please? 

“A. Henry Floyd Pyle. 

“Q. When were you born? 

“A. 1919, November 5. 

“Q. Where? 

“A. Houston County, in Texas. 

“Q. Is that the way you say it, “Houston County, Texas,” 
is that the location? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. Were you born in any city or town? 

“A. In the country. 

“Q. Your statement that you signed here, Miss Pyle, says 
that-” 

“Q. How long, Miss Pyle, were the agents with you in Texas 
on this occasion that we are talking about, when you signed 
this statement? 
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“A. They were there quite a while. About— oh, I will say 

four or maybe five hours. ? v J 

“Q. And do you recall? what time of the day it was. You 

may not know. It has been a long time. 

“A. I don’t recall directly. P J. 

“Q The agents that interviewed you, they are not in Court, 

are they? I mean, they are not the two agents that have beeb 
around? * 

“q. Do you know whether or not they identified themselves 
as agents assigned to a Texas office? 

“A. Yes, they did. 

By the Court: ■ 

“Q. They were agents, of the Federal Bureau of Investiga¬ 
tion, were they ? 

“A. Yes; they said they were. 

“By Mr. Margolius: 

“Q. They showed you credentials, didn’t they? 

«A Yes, sir. 

“Q Now, you testified before the recess that you had never 
discussed what you might testify to with the defense; is that 

right? | | 

“A. That is right. ATr 

“Q. l n other words, you have never discussed it with Mr. 

Laubaugh; you have never discussed it with Mr. Sipe; and 

you have never discussed it with Mr. Laughlin. 

“A. That is right, ’ . , j . 

“Q. You said, further, did you not, that they forced you to 

sign this statement—the agents did, I am talking about, i 
“A. Yes; they told me that I would get two years if 
didn’t, and they would tell my mother, and my mother has 

been sick for two years, and couldn’t stand it. ' 

“Q. And were the papers prepared before they came to your 

home, or were they prepared right there? 

“A. They were prepared right there. i 

“Q. And did you know what they were writing down as they 

were writing it? 
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“A. No, sir; I didn’t know. 

“Q. While they were writing, were you just sitting there; or 
did they talk to you? 

“A. I was sitting there- 

“Q. I mean, how long did they talk to you before they 
actually wrote this statement out? 

“A. I don’t know how long they talked to me. 

“Q. W"as it the better part of the interview? 

“A. Well, I really don’t know. I know they were there for 
quite a while. 

“Q. And did you give them certain information while they 
were talking to you? Did they ask you questions and you 
answer them? 

“A. They asked me a lot of questions. 

* “Q. Did you answer them? 

"A. Yes. 

“Q. Did you at any time refuse to answer them? 

“A. No, I didn’t refuse. 

“Q. Now, you have never read this statement, you say— 
you never read it at all? 

“A. No, I didn’t, 

“Q. Do you know whether or not this statement contains 
what you said in the oral interview before they wrote it down? 

“A. I don’t know what is in the statement. 

“By the Court: 

“Q. Do you mean to say that they didn’t read it to you, 
either? 

“A. They read something; I don’t know what it was. 

“By Mr. Margolius: 

“Q. They read back to you what was supposed to be in the 
statement? 

“A. Yes, they did. 

“Q. Was this the same as they were writing? In other 
words, did they pick the papers up that they were writing 
and read them to you? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. I think you said there vrere two agents; is that right? 

“A. Yes, sir. 
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“Q. Now, when did you return to Washington after that? 

“A. It was in October. 

“Q. And how long have you remained in Washington since 
October? Have you been here continuously? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. How frequently have you seen the defendant, Buck; j 
that is, Laubaugh; and Sipe; since you have returned to 
Washington? 

“A. I have seen Buck all the time. 

“Q. Would you say practically every day? 

“A. Yes, sir. j 

'“Q. You knew, did you not, Miss Pyle, at the time that 
you left for Texas, that the defendant had been charged with 
violation of the White Slave Traffic Act? 

“A. I did not. 

“Q. When did you first learn that? 

“A. A couple of weeks or two, later. 

“Q. Did the agents advise you of that when they came to 
see you in Texas? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. This statement, Miss Pyle, bears the date of Septemberj 
18, 1944. Would you say that was the date they came to see 
you? 

“A. I imagine it was somewhere around there. I don’t 
know the date. 

“Q. It was in the month of September; is that right? 

“A. Yes, sir. j 

“Q. Now, from the time that you signed this statement up 
until this morning, did you ever tell Mr. Laubaugh, Mr. Sipe; 
or Laughlin, that you had signed a statement that was handed 
to you by the Federal agents? 

“A. Yes; I told Buck I Signed one. 

“Q. When did you tell Buck? 

“A. When I came back. 

“Q. Did you discuss with him what was in that statement? 

“A. I told him I didn’t know what was in the statement. 

“Q. They read to you, did they not, certain papers- 

“A. They read something. 
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“Q. You heard that; you knew what they read. Did you 
tell him what you heard? 

“A. I told him I signed papers. 

“Q. Then you did discuss with defendant Laubaugh some¬ 
thing concerning this case; is that right? 

“A. Only that I had signed some papers—a statement; that 
they were out there. 

“Q. And is it your testimony that Buck never attempted to 
obtain from you what was in the statement? 

“A. No; he didn’t. 

“Q. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Laughlin, Mr. Laubaugh’s 
attorney/the giving of that statement., or what it contained? 

“A. I never had any discussion with Mr. Laughlin about 
the statement. 

“Q. How many pages did the agents read back to you, as 
best you recollect? 

“A. I don’t know how many there were. 

“Q. Were there many, or few? 

"A. No; there were quite a few. I w’ould say there were 
about nine, or something like that; I really don’t know. 

“Q. Do you recall that you had given the agents the names 
of your father and mother? 

“A. Yes, I did. 

“Q. Do you recall that you did give the agents the date of 
your birth? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you now recall that you did give the agents the 
place of your birth? 

“A. Yes; I stated before that I did. 

“Q. Do you now recall that you gave to the agents the 
narration of your coming to Washington? Do you remember 
that you told them you came to Washington and what you 
did when you came here? 

“A. I told them how I came, and why I came. 

“Q. And did you relate to them how you first met the de¬ 
fendant Laubaugh; do you recall that? 

1 “A. I told them I met him in his place of business. 
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i 

i 
i 

' “Q. Now, for the moment I am not interested in where you 
met him, but, in substance, do you remember that you told the 

agents that? 

“A. Yes; I told them. ; 

“Q. And do you remember that you told the agents your 
later association with the defendant, Laubaugh, after your 
first meeting? I am not interested in the statement, but simply| 

the fact. 

“A. Yes, sir. \ j 

“Q. And do you recall whether or not the agents read back 
to you, when they read the statement to you, actually what 
you told them? In other words, was it correct in that 
statement? 

* 

“By the Court : ■ 

“Q. What is the answer? 

“A. What they read back to me was what I told them. 

I 

“By Mr. Margoli^s : 

“Q. Now, would you say that what you just answer—just 
told his Honor that, was actually what you told them—woulc| 
you say that applied to the entire nine pages? 

“A. W r hat they read to. me was exactly what I told them. | 
“Q. Then why did you refuse to sign the statement? 

“A. I didn’t refuse to sign it. 

“Q. Then why was the statement made that you would 
get two years? 

“A. They told me, when they were writing. ‘If you don’t 
sign the statement, you will get two years.’ So there was 
nothing else I could do but sign the statement. 

“Q. When did they make that threat; at the end or when; 
that is, when they first came in, or exactly when did they make 
that threat? 

“A. When they first came in they told me I was going to get 
two years. 

“Q. They told you you were going to get two years re¬ 
gardless- * 

“A. If I didn’t sign the papers they wanted me to. 

“Q. Did they first ask you whether you were willing to make 

a statement? 

t 

i 


I 
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“A. They told me if I didn’t sign the statement they wanted 
me to, I would get two years. 

“Q. Don’t let us misunderstand. In other words, the agents 
said, ‘We want you to sign a statement, and if you don’t you 
will get two years’? 

“A. No; they asked me if I knew Buck, how long I knew 
him, and where I met him. 

“Q. Yes. And after that did they ask you if you were will¬ 
ing to give a statement? 

“A. No; they just said, ‘You will get two years if you don’t 
play ball with us—if you don’t sign what we want you, you 
are going to get two years.’ 

“Q. You told them, I think you said, about Bob Houston, 
and so forth? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. You told them Bob Houston introduced you to Buck? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. You told them, did you not, how, on the first occasion 
that you met Buck, through Bob, you were with Bob, and Bob 
picked up Skippy and you went to some rustic garden, or 

some place? 

“A. I told them about that. 

“Q. You told them that? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. And did you also tell them that the next night you 
went to the Oasis in Baltimore? 

“A. It w’asn’t the next night. 

“Q. Well, some time- 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You told them you went to the Oasis? You mentioned 
it as the Oasis? 

“A. I didn’t mention it. He asked me, Was it the Oasis, 
and I remembered the name. 

“Q. In other words, he did not pick a name out at random; 
he asked you whether or not it was the Oasis? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. You told them, of course, that you went to Augusta, 
and Lufkin, and so forth; you gave them that information? 

“A. I told them w’here I went. 
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“By the Court: 

“You told the agents that? 

“A. Yes, sir. j 

“By Mr. Margolius: j 

“Q. Did you tell them, Miss Pyle, that Buck came down 

to visit you in Texas? ' 

“A. He did—yes. 

“Q. You told them that? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. And you gave them the approximate time, and so forth; 
that is, the dates, and so forth? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you tell them where you lived when you first came 
to Washington? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And where you lived since you have been in Washing¬ 
ton—the addresses and so forth? 

“A. I told them where I lived in different places. I don’t 

remember the number of the houses. 

“Q. Did you tell them you got a basement apartment at 

Seventeenth Street directly across from the Acme Grocery, and 
that you thought it was near the intersection of seventeenth 
and Q? Did you tell them that? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. Did you use that expression, yourself, that you thought 
it was near the intersection of Seventeenth and Q? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Is that the way you described the locality? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, without mentioning, Miss Pyle, anything except 
yes or no, did you mention an address on Eighth Street, in 
Washington? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. You did not? 

“A. I did not. 

“Q. Now, isn’t it a fact. Miss Pyle, that you told the agents 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation that Buck wrote td 
you and asked you to come to Washington, and that if you 
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did he would stop living with Skippy and would not have her 
work for him as a prostitute any more, and that he would marry 
you? 

“A. I did not; no, sir. I didn't say that. 

“Q. You didn’t say that? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. At this point let me ask you this—this is Government 
Exhibit No. 6—look at the exhibit, please; and examine the 
identifying marks on there, and see whether you can identify 
those identifying marks. I am talking about the initials. 

“A. This here [indicating] ? My handwriting? 

“Q. Yes. 

“A. Yes; that is my handwriting. 

“Q. Now, look at the last page, please. Is that your signa¬ 
ture? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. Do you remember when you initialed these mistakes in 
the body? Was it while they were being written, or was it 
while the statement was being read to you? 

“A. It was afterwards. 

“Q. Did you suggest any corrections yourself? 

“A. I didn’t read it. I didn’t know what was in it. 

,“Q. Well, did you suggest any from the reading of it? 

“A. Not from the reading they gave me; no, sir. 

“Q. Did you observe while it was being read to you that the 
agent would stop and make a correction—was that ever done, 
while he was reading it to you? 

“A. It was written, and he just read it to me. 

“Q. In other words, after it was completely read to you, you 
were handed the individual pages and told where to initial 
certain corrections; is that right? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. How many corrections would you say you initialed in 
this statement, to the best of your recollection? 

“A. I couldn’t tell you. I don’t know. 

Q- Now, isn t it a fact, Miss Pyle—well, when did you first 
learn that Skippy was a prostitute? 

“A. Not until after this trouble came up. 


“Q. Did you not tell the agents in your conversations with 

them, which was reduced to writing: 

« 1 knew Buck had been living with Skippy when I visited 
in Washington the first time, but didn’t know at the time that 

she was a prostitute.’ 

“Did you make that statement? 

“A. I didn’t know it; no, sir. 

“Q. Did you at the time that the agents talked to you know 

that she was a prostitute ? 

“A. They said she was; I didn’t know it. 

“Q. You mean they told you for the first time? 

“A. Yes; that is right. 

“Q. Now, did you not tell the agents, Miss Pyle, that after j 
you came back to Washington on the second occasion that Buck j 
told you when you had been here—that is, you said, been 
there—I will read this: ‘been there about two weeks that he was j 
living with Skippy in an apartment near the poolroom, that she j 
was practicing prostitution and bringing him the money that j 
she made.’ 

“A. No, sir; I didn’t tell them. 

“Q. And didn’t you tell them in those words that this was j 
the money that he was ‘spending on me’ as he no longer had any 
interest in the poolroom? 

“A. No, sir; I didn’t tell them that because I didn’t know 

that the girl- . j 

“Q. You have answered the question. 

“Did you also tell the agents as follows: ‘when he told me j 
about working for him he said that she was turning dates, but j 
he didn’t say whether he got the rates for her or not.’ 

“A. No, sir; I didn’t tell them that. 

“Q. You didn’t tell them that? 

“A. No, sir. , 

“Q. You then left another time to go back to Texas; is that 
right ? You made several trips back to Texas? 

“A. I made several trips to Texas. 

“Q. Did you tell the agents of the Federal Bureau of Inves¬ 
tigation during this interview that he, Buck, ‘told me this’— 
during the conversation that you had with Buck: ‘It would 
be two weeks before the divorce was granted and at the end of 
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two weeks he intended to give up having Skippy work for him as 
a prostitute because he said that he wanted to hang onto that 
money for a while longer/ 

“Did you tell the agents that? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Did you tell them anything like that? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. And this statement that I am reading to you—did you 
tell them anything that would be similar to what I am reading 
to you? 

“A. I couldn’t have, because I didn’t know it. 

“Q. Did you not tell the agents this, Miss Pyle; in talking 
about the time when Skippy left him unexpectedly—do you 
remember that you discussed that with the agents? 

A. They asked me, did I know that she had gone up there- 

“By the Court: 

“Q. ‘Gone up there’—where? 

“A. To Indiana. 

“By Mr. Margolius : 

“Q. By the way, did you tell the agents that you saw a letter 
from Skippy? 

“A. I don’t think he asked me. 

“Q. They were dow r n there, were they not, asking you about 
this incident in Indiana; is that what they were asking you 
about? 

“A. They didn’t say anything about Indiana. 

“Q. Did you not tell the agents—talking about when Skippy 
left- 

“ ‘She left him a note and said she needed a rest and said she 
would be back perhaps in three weeks, or perhaps not at all. 
Buck didn’t seem to be disturbed about this at first, but he 
found out she went off with a man I knew as Paul at the Park- 
side Grill. Buck said he contacted her mother and her mother 
said she was going to get married. Buck said he was going to 
locate her, and if she was getting married he wouldn’t do 
anything about it, but if she didn’t marry him and came back, 
she wouldn’t work for anybody else.” 

“A. No, sir. 
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“Q. Did you tell them anything about that? 

“A. No, sir; I didn’t tell^them anything like that. I don’t 

remember a note. 

“Q. Do you remember you discussed with the agents Buck 
and Nelson leaving for Anderson? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Do you know how they went to Anderson? 

“A. I think they went by train. They said they were. 

“Q. And do you know who paid for that trip? 

“A. I don’t know who paid for it. I know they went. 

“Q. I mean, you didn’t have any conversation with Buck 
or Nelson about who paid for it? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Did you see Skippy. : after that; after she returned from 
Indiana? 

“A. Only for a few* minutes. 

“Q. And that was up where, Miss Pyle? 

“A. That was up in Nelson’s apartment, 

“Q. Did you see Paul there at that time? 

“A. I did. 

“Q. What was his condition at the time you saw him? 

“A. Well, he had been drinking. 

7 i 

“By the Court: 

“Q. Who was there on that occasion? Who was present? 
“A. Nelson’s wife, and myself, were there; and Buck and| 
Skippy and Eddie came in. 

“By Mr. Margolius: 

“Q. Nelson w^asn’t- there? 

“A. No; he was not. 

“Q. Do you remember when Paul passed out? 

“A. I know he sat down on the floor. 

“O' Yes. 

“A. He tried to sit on a chair and missed it. 

“Q. And he went out; is that right? 

“A. Well, he was still talking and mumbling to himself, but 

he was still on the floor. 

“Q. Who took you home from the party? 
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“A. Buck drove me home. 

“Q. Buck and who else? 

“A. Skippy. 

“Q. It was at that time that you asked Buck—told Buck that 
you wanted to go back home; is that right? 

“A. I had already planned to go home. 5 

“Q. But, I mean, you told him at that time that you wanted 
a ticket to go back home? 

“A. I had already told him I was going home. I had written 
my mother I was coming home. 

“Q. You told the agents, did you not, what you have just 
related—that Buck and Skippy took you home; you gave them 
those details? 

“A. I don’t remember. I may have. I don’t remember. 

“Q. Did you tell them, 

“ ‘Buck and Skippy took me home and then left and at this 
time I told Buck I wanted a ticket hon^e.’ 

“Do you remember that? 

“A. I know that they took me home, but I had already 
planned on going home. 

“Q. Miss Pyle, since the giving of this statement, have you 
ever talked to any agents of the Federal Bureau of Investiga¬ 
tion; since this statement was given? 

“A. No. 

“Q. Have you ever talked to any member of the office of the 
United States Attorney’s Office? That is, my office; the Dis¬ 
trict Attorney’s Office? 

“A. Well, not personally, I have not. No; I have not talked. 

“Q. You have not? 

“A. No. 

“By the Court: 

“Q. What do you mean when you say ‘not personally’? 

“A. I meant I never said anything to them^ I met them 
but never said anything to them. 

“By Mr. Margolius: 

“Q. In other words, I have not talked to you until you 
took the stand this morning? 
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“A. No, sir; I never seen you until this morning—the other 
morning. 

“Q. What is that? 

“A. I never seen you until I came down. 

“Q. Now, one question more, and then I will be finished. 

“At the recess which just occurred, did you talk to either 

of the defendants or their counsel?” 

I do not think that is important unless he wants it. 

The Court. Very well, unless he wants it. 

Mr. Margolius. One other question, page 424: 

“Q. One other question: The names of the agents here atj 
the bottom of this statement are Dudley H. Culp and Alfred 
Earl White, both special agents for the Federal Bureau of In¬ 
vestigation. Do you recall' those names? 

“A. They told me their names, but I don’t remember. 

«q Do you have any present recollection of their names?! 

“A. No, sir. 

“Mr. Margoltos: That is all. 

. 

“By the Court: 

“Q. What city were you in in Texas at the time you gave 
this statement? 

“A. Well, my home town is Crockett. 

“Q. Were you in Crockett at the time you signed this state¬ 
ment? 1 

“A. No, sir; my people live out of Crockett. 

“Q. What is the nearest city to Crockett? 

“A. Houston and Dallas both are about the same distance: 

“Cross-examination by Mr. Laughlin: 

“Q. This is Houston County, isn’t it, Miss Pyle? 

“A. Yes, sir. i 

“Q. And is Houston the county seat, or do you know that. 

“A. No; it is not. 

“Q. It is not? 

“A. No sir. * 

“q And are you able to tell me whether Houston and Dallas 
are both in the same county? 

“A. No; they are not. 
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“Q. Now, you were asked some question: Now, Miss Pyle, 
tell me this: Your little city, Crockett, about what is the popu¬ 
lation of it, please? 

“A. Between five and six thousand. 

“Q. And do you live right in Crockett? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Or did I understand you to say that you lived on a 
farm? 

“A. On a farm. 

“Q. And about how many miles out? 

“A. Oh, around 18, or something like that. 

“Q. Now, is there regular means of transportation—and 
what I mean by that, is there any public conveyance, such an 
a bus line, or an electric line, that goes from Crockett to any 
place close to your farm? 

“A. Yes; there is a bus line that goes close to it; within a 
couple or three miles. 

“Q. Now, you don’t know what means of transportation 
these two agents used when they came to you, do you— 
whether they used a public conveyance, or whether they used 
their own automobile? Would you know that? 

“A. No, sir; I don’t. 

“Q. And I take it you had never seen the agents before? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. As a matter of fact, had you ever—not only these 
agents, but up to that time, had you ever talked with any 
agent of the FBI? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. And had you ever been in any court proceedings be¬ 
fore? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. You had never been arrested for anything? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Now, Miss Pyle, as I understand it, when you were 
being questioned by Mr. Margolius, you said the agents were 
there something like four to five hours? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was it in the morning or in the afternoon- 
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“A. In the afternoon. : 

“Q. Can you tell me approximately, if you can recall that— 
if you don’t, say so—can ’you tell me the time they arrived 
there? [ 

“A. I don’t know exactly; I imagine around one or some^ 
thing like that. ; 

“Q. All right. Now, you said that the agents had stated td 
you that you would get, I believe, two years if you didn’t sign 
a statement? * 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. That is correct? 

“A. Yes, sir. j 

“Q. Now, also tell me this: At that time—or, I will ask you 
this: I withdraw that. 

“Is your mother living, Miss Pyle? 

“A. Yes, sir. ! 

“Q. Directing your attention now to the month of Septem* 
ber 1944, can you tell me the state of your mother’s health— 
what the state of her health was at that time? 

“A. My mother is in very bad health; she was under a doc¬ 
tor’s care, and he saw her twice and sometimes three times a 
week. ; 

“Q. Now, was there anything said to those agents having to 
do—wherein the name of your mother was mentioned? 

“A. Yes; they told me if I didn’t sign the statement I would 
get two years, and also they would go in and toll my mother 
that I had been up here working as a prostitute. 

“Q. Now, when these agents came in, you say they exhibited 
certain cards, or rather, credentials to you; isn’t that right? 

“A. That is right. • ! 

“Q. And identified themselves as agents of the FBI? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, do you recall, Miss Pyle, whether they had any 
files or papers with them? 

“Now, what I mean by that, did they have any kind of a file 
jacket, such as this [indicating] ? 

“A. Yes; they had their brief cases with a lot of stuff with 

them. 
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“Q. In other words, you say it was quite a large brief case— 
I wonder if you can tell me this: Would you say it was as large 
as my brief case, or was it a smaller one with straps around 
it? 

“A. I believe it was smaller with straps around it. 

“Q. Now, as they talked with you, did the agents take any¬ 
thing out of the brief case? 

“A. They had it open. 

“Q. And from time to time in your view did they read from 
certain papers they had there—that is, read not to you, but 
could you see them reading something? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

• “Q. Then was there certain conversation, Miss Pyle, be¬ 
tween the agents—that is, themselves—that you didn’t hear? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, I wonder if you will do this for me. Miss Pyle: 
Referring to your home, will you tell me something with re¬ 
spect to your home: Can you tell me something about the in¬ 
terior of your home; that is, the make-up of the home? In 
other words, the number of rooms on the first floor, and how 
they were situated.” 

***** 

“A. There is only one floor to it, and five rooms. 

“Q. Now, will you tell us, please, what room you and the 
agents talked in? 

“A. We didn’t talk in a room. 

“Q. Where did you talk? 

“A. They called me out on the outside. 

“Q. And where was it; on a porch, or- 

“A. No, sir; it was the outside yard. There is a big tree 
there, and they said it would be much cooler out there. 

“Q. By the way, having in mind the month of September, 
and if you recall that day, can you tell me anything about the 
condition of the weather that day? 

“A. Well, the sun was shining, and it was awful warm, be¬ 
cause we were outside. 

“Q. Now, were there chairs out there under the tree? 

“A. No; there were a few seats. 
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“Q. And you would say you were how many feet from the , 
entrance to the home? 

“A. Oh, it is quite a distemce. 

“Q. Now, can you tell me this: As the agents talked to you, 
was there any occasion that’ the agents then withdrew—that is, j 
from your immediate presence, and went off a short distance j 
and conversed; that is, in tones that you couldn’t hear? 

“A. They went to the car a time or two and got things out 
of the car—papers and things. 

“Q. And could you observe whether the two were in con¬ 
versation as they went to the car? 

“A. They were talking, I don’t know about what. 

“Q. Could you tell me about how many times they went to 
the car? 

“A. It was two or three times, I wouldn’t be sure. 

“Q. What is that? j 

“A. I wouldn’t be sure; two or three times. 

“Q. Now, you admit, on the stand, Miss Pyle, that this is 
your name on here [handing Government Exhibit 6 to the 
witness]. 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, do you know—would you know whose handwrit¬ 
ing this is [indicating]? 

“A. No, sir; I wouldn’t know. 

“Q. You don’t know which of the two agents wrote it? 

“A. No, sir. | 

“The Court. May I see. that a moment? 

“Mr. Laughlin. Yes, sir [handing paper to Court]. 

By Mr. Laughlin: 

“Q. Now, Miss Pyle, I want you to tell us, then, why you 
finally put your name on that paper. 

“A. Because they told me I would get two years if I didn’t 
sign it and they would go in and tell my mother that I had 
been working as a prostitute. 

“Q. And what did you. say to them with respect to your 
mother or the state of your mother’s health? 

“A. I told them they jcouldn’t do that because it would 
kill her. : 


i 
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“Q. And at that time were you of the belief that if you 
didn’t sign that, that they would tell your mother? 

“A. I was. 

“Q. And were you also of the belief at that time that if you 
didn’t sign that, that they would arrest you? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. Now, did you hear—by the way, I will ask you this: 
Does your home in Texas have a telephone? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you hear from those agents again? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. And, as I understand it, you didn’t talk to any agent 
after that time? 

“A. No. sir. 

“Q. Now, did they tell you at that time, when they were 
there in Texas, that they had already assembled a lot of in¬ 
formation on Mr. Laubaugh? 

“A. Yes, sir. * 

“Q. And did they tell you at that time that they talked to 
a great number of people about Mr. Laubaugh? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And was the questioning more about Mr. Laubaugh, 
or was it more about Mr. Sipe, or would you say it concerned 
both of them; that is, that it was about equally distributed? 

“A. Well, I guess it was about both of them about the 
same. 

“Q. Now, you have referred already to Skippy.” 

I do not believe that is necessary. 

After the noon recess, cross-examination on page 439: 

By Mr. Laughlin: 

“Q. Miss Pyle, will you tell us what your education has been ; 
how far you went in school? 

“A. I lacked one year of finishing high school. 

By the Court : 

“Q. You got within one year of finishing? 

“A. Well, it was a little over a year I had been there. I 
didn’t quite finish one term. 
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By Mr. Laughlin : • 

“Q. I want to ask you a tew more question about this state- j 
ment, Miss Pyle. ! 

“As the statement was-being written by one of the two 
agents, was it being written at all times in your presence? 

“A. Yes; they were sitting there. I was sitting pretty close 
to them when they were writing it out. 

“Q. Yes. And would you say this—Could you tell us— 
you say they were there, I believe, four or five hours. Can 
you tell us how much tirhe, if you recall—how much time j 
actually was consumed in the statement itself, or did the 
statement consume the whole four or five hours? 

“The Court. You mean the writing of the statement? 

“Mr. Laughlin. The writing of the statement; yes. 

“The Witness. No. sir;-it did not. 

: 

“By Mr. Laughlin: 

“Q. Well, after they asked you to sign your name and you j 
did sign your name, did they remain a while after that, or did 
they depart immediately?; 

“A. They left after I sighed it. 

“Mr. Laughlin. That is all, I believe. 

“Redirect examination by Mr. Margolius: 

“Q. Miss Pyle, do you' recall this part of the statement 
being read to you: 

“ ‘I have read the foregoing statement, consisting of this and 
twelve other sheets of paper, and have signed my initials to 
those sheets, and my name to the twelfth sheet, and the state¬ 
ment is correct and is true, of my own accord. Numerous cor-| 
rections have been initialed by me/ 

“Do you remember that that was read to you, just above 
your initials? 

“A. I guess it was. I don’t remember at the moment. 

“Q. Now, when those agents spoke to you in Texas, wasn’t! 
a great deal of the time consumed in discussing your activi¬ 
ties in the District of Columbia and other places? 

“A. There was quite a bit of it- 

“Q. I don’t want to knew what the substance of it was- 
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“A. Most of it was about my life. 

“Q. Your life? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. In other words, in addition to this trip to Indiana of 
Skippy’s, they asked you a great deal about yourself and your 
own activities; is that right? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. Now, you testified in response to Mr. Laughlin’s ques¬ 
tion that they threatened to arrest you. How did they make 
that threat? 

“A. In their words they said, Tf you don’t sign the statement 
that we want you to, you will get two years.’ 

“Q. And then you said in answer to Mr. Laughlin’s question, 
that they also would tell your mother? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And then you made the statement, ‘And they said they 
would arrest me.’ 

“Now, did they say they would arrest you, or that you could 
get two years? In other words, did they threaten to arrest you 
right there, or at some time you would get two years? 

“A. They said if I did sign it they would never bother me 
and come back again, and if I didn’t, I would get two years. 

“Q. They didn’t tell you that this statement might be used 
against you? 

“A. I don’t remember. They may have. 

“Q. Well, that is important. Could they have said that 
to you? 

“A. They might have, but they said if I would sign it while 
they were in Texas they would not bother me, but if I didn’t 
I would get two years. 

“Q. And after they said they wouldn’t bother you, you came 
back to the District of Columbia, didn’t you? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

' “Q. And you continued your relationship with the defendant 
Laubaugh? 

“A. Yes, I did. 

“By the Court: 

“Q. I notice in this statement that there have been some 
corrections here and there. Each time that a correction was 



made, a word was stricken out and another written in. You] 
notice that? 

“A. Yes, sir. ‘ | 

“Q. How did that come about? 

“A. Well, he told me that he had made a mistake, that he 
had misspelled a word, or something, and would I put my initials 
there. 

“Q. Now, the first time that occurred, at least on the first 
page, in this statement: 

“ 'I was bom November 5, 1919, in Houston County, Texas. 
My father’s name is Henry Floyd Pyle, and my mother’s name is 
Minnie Lee Floyd.’ 

“And the word ‘Floyd’ is crossed out and the word ‘Pyle’ 
written in. Now, did you tell them that was in error, that your 
mother’s name was not Floyd, but Pyle? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. This statement follows this: 

“ ‘I was working as a waitress in Lufkin, Texas, in 1943, andi 
a soldier in Washington, D. C., who had been going with a 
sister of mine, Ernestine Pyle, started to go back to the station 
in Lufkin.’ j 

“And then it goes on. Did you tell them that? 

“A. Yes, I did. 

“Q. And you follow tha t with the statement that when you 
went to Washington you stayed at the home of someone’s 
mother. Did you tell them that? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And as you told them the things that I have just asked 
you about, did they write them down? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Now, I show you this page, and ask you, those three 
lines that are crossed out at the bottom of the page—just read 
them to yourself. [After a pause.] How does it happen that 
that statement was put in there and it was crossed out? Do 
you know? 

“A. I don’t know why it was crossed. 

“Q. Your initials are at that point, you notice? 




“A. Yes. I didn’t read it. He just pointed to the places and 
told me to sign at each place. 

“Q. Did you know these two agents were coming to call 
on you that day? 

“No, sir; I didn’t. 

“Q. You did not know in advance that they were coming; is 
that right? 

“A. No, sir; I didn’t know it. 

“Q. On page 10 appears this statement: 

“ T was over at Sipe’s apartment with a girl named Mary 
Lou, and Nelson came in with Skippy and Paul, who was 
drunk’- 

“And the word ‘Nelson’ is stricken out. 

“Did you tell the agents that was in error? 

“A. I didn’t tell them, but I had already told them that 
Nelson wasn’t there. 

“Q. You had told them about that incident, had you? 

“A. Yes, sir.” 

That is the testimony. 

Shall I proceed. Your Honor? 

The Court. Yes. 

Mr. Margolius. Mr. Culp. 

Thereupon, Dudley H. Culp, called as a witness on behalf 
of the Government, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct examination by Mr. Margolius: 

Q. State your full name, please. 

A. Dudley H. Culp. 

Q. You are a special agent of the Federal Bureau of Investi¬ 
gation? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What field office are you assigned to? 

A. Presently assigned to the Dallas, Texas, field division. 

Q. How long have you been in the Dallas field office? 

A. Approximately two years. 

Q. How long have you been a special agent? 
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A. About four years. 

Q. You say you are presently stationed in Dallas? 

A. I am assigned to the Dallas office. I reside in Tyler, 
Texas. I am what we term a resident agent. I live at Tyler 
and cover the East Texas territory. 

Q. Directing your attention to the middle of September 
1944. did you have occasion to go to the home of the defendant 
in Texas? 

A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Upon what information did you go to the home? 

A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. For what reason did you go to the defendant's home? 

A. I went to the defendant’s home to interview her with 
reference to possible violation of the White Slave Traffic Act; 

Q. At whose suggestion? 

A. The Dallas office received a teletype from Washings 
ton- 

***** 

Q. (Interposing.) W’h4t I mean is, you did- 

A. (Interposing.) I was requested to go there and interj 
view her; yes, sir. • 

Q. Prior to the time—where does she live, by the way? 

A. She was at the home of her father. 

Q. W'here? 

A. Which is approximately 20 miles east of Crockett, Texas. 

Q. How far is 20 miles east of Crockett from your station? 

A. Twenty miles east of 'Crockett from Tyler where I wa^ 
living would be approximately 110 or 115 miles. 

Q. How did you go to her father’s home? 

A. We drove to her horne. Agent Earl White and I drove 
to her home. We left Tyler and drove through Palestine and 
Grapeland then to Augusta. Texas, for the address I had, fof 
her father’s address was Augusta. Texas. I went to Augusta 
and inquired where she lived and drove to her home. 

Q. That was in an automobile? 

A. That is right; yes,tsir. 

Q. Wliat time of day did you get to this place? 

A. We arrived at the home of Mary Pyle’s father somewhere 
between 2:30 and 3 o’clock in the afternoon. 
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Q. Who was with you at that time? You mentioned Earl 
WTiite. 

A. Special Agent Alfred Earl WTiite. 

Q. That is the man on the outside? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Laughlin. How do you spell that name? 

The Witness. WTiite; W-h-i-t-e. 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. Was anyone else with you? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Will you state to the Court and the jury in your own 
way what happened after you reached the home of the defend¬ 
ant's father? 

A. We stopped at this particular farmhouse not knowing 
positively that it was the hom^ of Mary Pyle and stopped our 
car in the yard. As we approached the porch, we saw some 
women on the porch and in the house, right at the door. We 
went up on the porch and asked if they could tell us where 
the Pyle home was. One of the individuals stated that the 
Pyles lived at that particular place. 

W r e then asked if Mary Pyle was there and Mary Pyle 
stepped forward and told us she was Mary Pyle. WTien she 
did, I identified myself to her as a special agent of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and introduced Agent WTiite to her. 
I told her that I desired to discuss a matter with her with 
reference to something that had occurred in Washington. She 
stated that she would prefer to talk to us—she asked first if 
the matter involved a Buck Laubaugh. I told her that it did. 
She asked if we could discuss it on the porch or in the yard 
as she stated she did not desire that her mother hear what 
she had to say. I told her that it was perfectly agreeable 
with us and it was suggested, I believe by Agent WTiite—I am 
not certain as to that—that we would sit in the yard under a 
shade tree. There was a large shade tree in the yard. It was 
suggested that we sit there. 

Q. How far was that from the entrance of the house? 

A. I should judge it was approximately 25 yards or some¬ 
thing like that. 

Q. Go ahead. 
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A. She stated that that would please her because she did not 
desire her mother to hear what was being said. We took chairs 
from the house, went out under the shade tree near which I 
had parked my car when I drove into the yard, and at that 
time I told her that we were conducting, that is the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, was conducting an investigation witji 
reference to the activities of this individual, Buck Laubaugh, 
and asked her if she would have any objections to telling us 
any and all that she knew with reference to him and his asso¬ 
ciates. She said that she would not and I then walked to my 
car, which was possibly : 10 to 15 steps away, secured a brief 
case out of which I took * tablet and Agent White and I talked 
to Mary Pyle for, I would say, the better part of four hours 
including the time it took me to prepare this statement. 

Q. Did you discuss with her whatever information she had 
orally before you wrote it down? 

A. Yes, sir, I did. Dtalked to her possibly 15 minutes <j>r 
so before I went to my car and got the tablet. Then we dis¬ 
cussed her association with Laubaugh for possibly 45 minutes 
and before anything was written down. 

Q. What information, if any, did you have with fespect 
to Laubaugh’s activities in the District of Columbia at the 
time that you spoke to the defendant in Texas? 

Mr. Laughlin. I object to that question. 

The Court. I did not get that. 

Mr. Margolius. What information did this witness have 
concerning Laubaugh at the time he first spoke to the de¬ 
fendant in Texas. t 

The Court. I do not see the reason for that. 

Mr. Margolius. May we come to the bench? 

The Court. Yes. 

(Thereupon, counsel approached the Bench, and the follow¬ 
ing proceedings were had out of the hearing of the jury:) 

The Court. He said lie told her the activities with reference 
to the White Slave Law. He has already said he told her that. 

Mr. Margolius. Yes ; but the answer would be he had no 
information about Laubaugh’s activities. All the information 
was given by this girl. He merely got a teletype saying “Please 
go out and investigate.” 
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The Court. Suppose you reserve that question. If it seems 
important after you get through, I will let you ask it toward 
the last part. 

Mr. Margolius. I will pass that for the moment. 

(Thereupon, counsel resumed their places at the trial table, 
and the following proceedings were had in open court:) 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. From the time that you went to the car and got the 
tablet until the time you wrote the statement or had it com¬ 
pleted, were you, the defendant and Agent White together? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did anyone of you or any of you at any time leave the 
group? 

A. Not at any time. After the statement was completed 
and had been read and signed, I stepped down to the barn to 
see her mother who was down there milking a cow. 

Q. By the way, or at that point, who was around this house 
at the time you went there? 

A. At the time that we went to the house, an elderly woman 
who w^s later identified as her mother was present. 

Q. What was she doing, just generally? 

A. She was in and out of the house and yard during the 
time we were there. I paid no particular attention other than 
the fact I would see her. However, at the time, I had a very 
brief interview with her she was down at the barn milking 
a cow. 

Q. Who else was there? 

A. There was a girl who I paid no particular attention to 
other than I noticed- 

Q, (Interposing.) I do not want the identity. I want to 
know who and where they were. 

A. There was a girl who appeared to be possibly grown; she 
looked to be about as old as Mary Pyle. Then a gentleman 
identified as Mr. Pyle drove up in the yard with two little chil¬ 
dren in the back of the car. 

Q. Did you make yourself known to him? 

A. No, sir; I did not. Agent White introduced himself to 
him. 
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Q. Were you presently introduced to him? 

A. No. I saw him step over and introduce himself. When 
the interview was concluded I stepped down to the barn to 
talk to Mrs. Pyle and we had brought chairs from the house 
to sit in the shade of this tree and Agent White took the chairs, 
when I started to the barn, to the house and just as he got 
about to the gate Mr. I>yle was in the yard and I saw him 

shake hands with him. # j 

Q. During the four or five hours that you remained at the 

place, what did these people that you saw there do with respect 
to your interview? Did any of them come over to your place? 
A. No. sir; they left us strictly alone from the standpoint 

of coming out there. 

Q. How close was anyone to your group? 

A. People sat on the porch and in the yard. They could 
not have been over 20 or 25 yards. I doubt if anyone caipe 

closer than that. j 

Q. What exactly was said about Mary Pyle’s mother that 

prompted you to go outside? 

A. As I say, when we first arrived there and I told Mary 
Pyle that I wanted to di:scuss a matter with her, she asked if it 
involved Buck Laubaugh. She asked if we could discuss lit 
outside, stating that she did not want her mother to hear it. 
She further stated that her mother and father understood that 
she was married to Laubaugh and that he was a big man in 
Washington. Those were her words. She classified him as a 
big man and that she did not w’ant her parents to know she 
was not married to him. 

Q. Did you at that time or at any time subsequently state 
to the defendant Pyle that you were going to tell her mother 
anything? 

A. No. sir; we certainly did not. 

Q. How did you go- 

A. (Interposing.) As a matter of fact, the conversation took 

place in the yard because she stated she did not desire her 
mother to hear about it, and for the purpose of our interview 
there was no necessity in her mother knowing a thing about it 
so far as we could see. 
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Q. How did you go about—Let's not get into the text or 
the substance of it—but how did you go about getting the 
statement and talking to her? 

A. After we told Mary Pyle what we wanted to talk to her 
about and went out in the shade of the tree, I told her our 
office was conducting an investigation into the activities of 
Buck Laubaugh and that I understood she had been associated 
with him and told her that we wanted to get from her the story 
of her association with him, and any other information that 
she might have with reference to the activities of his asso¬ 
ciates. 

Q. What did she say to that? 

A. She asked me specifically what I wanted to know and I, 
in a general sort of way, repeated the information that we de¬ 
sired. and I asked her if she would furnish us with that in¬ 
formation. 

Q. What did she say? 

A. She stated that she would. W r hen she said that she would, 
I then went to my car and got the tablet on which to write the 
information. 

Q. At that time, did you have anything prepared in your 
own hand? 

A. No, sir. I told Mary Pyle before I ever prepared a state¬ 
ment that she did not have to execute the statement; that if 
she did execute a statement it could be used against her, and 
that any statement she gave would have to be voluntary, and 
I told her that I did not want her to tell us anything other than 
the truth. 

Q. You sat down under the tree and discussed it for some 
time, 45 minutes, I think you said? 

A. Something like that after I went back. You see, I in¬ 
quired first if she would be willing to give us a statement. 
WTien she said that she would, I went after a tablet. When I 
came back after getting my tablet, I then reviewed her whole 
association with him as she told it to me. 

Q. From that time, did you, other than the information as 
she gave it to you, know anything of her association with Lau¬ 
baugh? 



A. Nothing other than 'the information that I had received 

from Washington. • 

' 

* * * * * 

. 

Q. How did you go about reducing the oral statement to 
paper? . j 

A. We first reviewed the complete association as Mary Pyl^ 
gave it to us. Then I, in my own handwriting, began to pre¬ 
pare this statement. The story, as she told it to us, con¬ 
sisted of several trips that she had made to Washington and 
returned back to Texas. I took those trips in sequence. 


The Witness (continuing). Wrote out the first part of a 
statement which consisted of the first trip that she made and 
her return. 

_ i 

I then read that back to Mary Pyle before going on with thej 
statement. Any errors, such as names of individuals that werd 
improperly spelled, and the statement will speak for itself as tcj 
those errors. I would strike them out and make a correction^ 
Then I would take the next phase of her association, the next! 
trip to Washington and continued that by steps and by read¬ 
ing to her every time I would write three or four pages, den 
pending upon that particular portion of the story that she 
related to us, I would read it back to her, correcting any errors 
that were made at that time. 

On one occasion, which involved the third trip, I believe] 
that Mary Pyle made to Washington, she told Agent Whitd 
and I that the individual Laubaugh came to her home and took 
her back to Washington with him. I wrote this into the state¬ 
ment and when I re-read it to her, Mary Pyle said, “No, that! 
was not correct; that she had made an error and told me thatj 
he came after her, when as a matter of fact, she caught the 
train herself and came to Washington with money that he had 
sent her,” and I then had: to destroy the three pages that in¬ 
volved her return with him and a certain portion of it was con-j 
tained on the bottom of one of the sheets that had already beenj 
written and approved by her as being correct, and I merely 
struck out that portion of it. I think that will show in thd 
statement. i 
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After the statement had been completed and Mary Pyle 
had been told again that she did not have to make a statement 
and that any statement she made might be used against her, 
and that it would have to be a voluntary statement, I gave the 
statement to her and she read it aloud to Agent White and my¬ 
self and then, after she finished reading it aloud, she signed it. 

Then I went back over it with her, had her initial each page 
of the statement, and every place that there had been a cor¬ 
rection I had her put her initials on it. 

Q. How long was the statement? 

A. The statement consisted of 13 pages in handwriting. 

Q. At any time during this conversation or during the tak¬ 
ing of the statement, did she object to giving you one? 

A. Not in any particular. As a matter of fact, she was very 
cooperative and furnished information to us that we did not 
know about and had no information concerning. 

Q. Did you at any time, or any one in your presence—can 
you state whether or not you or anyone in your presence told 
her that if she did not sign the statement she would get two 
years in jail? 

A. No, sir; she was never told that. 

Q. Or anything like that? 

A. Or anything like that by either Agent White or myself, 
and there was no one else present. 

Q. Did you or Agent White at any time tell her that if she 
refused to sign this statement you would tell her mother that 
she was a prostitute? 

A. We did not, no, sir. 

Q. Can you state whether or not Mary Pyle informed you 
that her mother was ill? 

A. No, sir; she said nothing with reference to her mother's 
health at all. 

Mr. Margolius. Will you mark this statement? 

(The statement referred to was marked “Government’s Ex¬ 
hibit No. 5” for identification.) 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. I show you Government’s Exhibit No. 5 for identifica¬ 
tion, which is a statement bearing the date September 18, 
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1944, Houston County, Texas, and ask you whether or not; 
you can identify that? 

A. Yes, that is the statement that w'e took from Mary Pyle j 
that I wrote. It is in my handwriting. 

Q. And the signature at the end is Mary Pyle’s? 

A. Yes, that is the signature that she placed on that at 
that time. 

Q. Signed in your presence? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who supplied her with the pen w’ith which to sign it? 

A. That w’as my pen and I let her use it. 

Q. Will you state, by referring to the page numbers, Mr.j 
Culp, where she made corrections or initialed that paper in your 
presence? 

A. On the first page, page 1. 

***** 

Q. Look at page No. 7, if you will. 

A. All right, sir. 

Q. There are three lines crossed out there. 

A. Yes, sir; the last three lines and a portion of the line 
above it. 

Q. Is that the point that you stated to the jury was when 
she told you that a certain statement she gave was not correct 
and you changed it? 

A. That is right; yes, sir. 

Q. WTiat did you do after you got this statement—by the 
way, how long did you stay with her mother? 

A. Possibly five minutes, not over that. I do not imagine 
it took over five minutes to step to the barn and speak to her: 
and come back. 

Q. Then what did you do? 

A. W’hen I came back, Agent White had carried the chairsj 

back on the porch and we got in our car and drove away. 

***** 

Whereupon, Alfred Earl W t hite, a witness called by and on 
behalf of Government, be:mg first duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 
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Direct Examination by Mr. Margolius: 

Q. State your full name, please. 

A. Alfred Earl White. 

Q. You are a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of In¬ 
vestigation? 

A. I am. 

Q. What field office are you assigned to? 

A. Dallas, Texas. 

Q. What division of that office? 

A. I am assigned to the Tyler resident agency. 

Q. You work together with Agent Culp, is that right? 

A. I do. 

Q. How long have you been in the FBI? 

A. It will be six years this coming November. 

Q. How long have you been in Texas? 

A. Almost three years. 

Q. Are you the same Alfred Earl White who accompanied 
Agent Culp out to Mary Pyle’s home on September 18, 1944? 

A. I am. 

Q. Will you state, if you please, and can, to the jury what 
happened after you arrived at the Pyle home? 

A. Shall I tell it in narrative form? 

Q. Yes, you go on and tell it in your own way. 

A. We arrived at Mary Pyle’s home and drove up in the 
yard. They live in a farm house out there and we had thought 
from getting- 

* * # # * 

The Witness. What I was trying to explain was we were 
trying to find the house in which Mary Pyle was supposed 
to live. We intended to stop at this house and ask directions 
as to the house in which Mary Pyle did live. 

As we drove up in the yard, a girl who was on the front 
porch went into the house and as we stepped up on the front 
porch a woman and two girls came to the door. Mr. Culp 
asked in which farm house in the vicinity the Pyles resided and 
learned that this was the house in which the Pyles did reside. 
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He then asked if Mary Pyle was there and Mary Pyle, who is 
the defendant, said “Yes,” that she was there and came out 

on the front porch. 

Mr. Culp and I then identified ourselves as Special Agents 

of the FBI with our credential cards and Mr. Culp told Miss 
Pvle that he wanted to talk to her about a Washington matter. 
She asked if it concerned an individual by the name of Buck 
Laubaugh. He said that it did and she said, “Well, I would 
appreciate it if we did not talk where my mother can hear me.” j 
I suggested that we either talk on the porch where it was 
shady or talk in the yard under a big shade tree which was 
approximately 25 or 30 yards from the house, and she said she j 
would rather talk under the shade tree. We got chairs and 
took them down under the shade tree and we sat in those 
chairs and talked to Miss Pyle and interrogated her about 
Buck Laubaugh’s activities. 

By Mr. Margolius: . 

Q. Did there come a time when you reduced her statement to 
writing? 

A. Yes, she gave us a voluntarily signed statement. ! 

Q. How long did you tajk to her before either you or Mr. j 

Culp started writing? 

A. W T e talked- 

Q. (interposing.) Roughly. 

A. W 7 e talked to her approximately 15 or 20 minutes and dur- j 
ing the time we asked her if she would be willing to give us a 
signed statement as to her knowledge of Buck Laubaugh and j 
his activities and her association with him. She said that she j 
would and Mr. Culp then yrent to the car and got a tablet and j 
writing material and came back and we sat down and we talked 
to her approximately 30 or 45 minutes thereafter, going over the j 
complete story before Mr. Culp started writing. 

I imagine, gentlemen, if took approximately two hours toi 
reduce that statement to writing because we went over it veryj 
carefully and Mr. Culp wc»uld write three or four paragraphs 
and go over it before he would go ahead and I imagine it tookj 
two hours to write that statement. 


i 
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Q. Any time during your interview with Mr. Culp when 
you obtained this statement, was Mary Pyle threatened if she 
refused to sign the statement? 

A. She was never threatened in any way. 

Q. You and Mr. Culp were the only two agents there, weren't 
you? 

A. We were. 

Q. Did either one of you in her presence tell her if she refused 
to sign this statement she would get t-wo years? 

A. We did not. 

Ql Did you discuss with her the state of her mother's health? 

A. We did not. 

Q. Was any statement made by either you or Mr. Culp that 
if she refused to sign the statement that you, or either one of 
you, would tell her mother that she was engaged in prostitution? 

A. We did not. She requested at the end of the statement 
when she had given it to us, she said, “Please don’t tell my 
mother. It will break her heart if she finds this out." 

Q. As a matter of fact, Mr. White, in the statement she de¬ 
nied she ever engaged in prostitution, is that right? Do you 
remember what is in the statement? 

A. Generally, yes. I think that she did not admit in en¬ 
gaging in any prostitution. 

Q. And you wrote down everything that she said? 

A. Mr. Culp wrote the statement. 

Q. Did she make any objections when it was completed to 
signing it? 

A. She did not. After it was completed she read it aloud 
and voluntarily signed it. 

Q. How did she read it, from the beginning to the end? 

A. From beginning to end, she read it aloud in our presence. 

Q. Did you hear her read all parts of it? 

A. I did. 

Q. What did she do in case of an error or correction? 

A. Where an error or correction occurred, Mr. Culp scratched 
it out and after having the error explained to her, had her put 
her initials right over the error or right adjacent to it to show 
that she had been notified of the error and had it corrected. 
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Q. I show you Government’s Exhibit No. 4, which bears the 
name “Alfred Earl White” and ask you whether or not that is 
your signature? 

A. That is my signature. 

Q. When did you place it there? 

A. Immediately after Miss Pyle had signed it and Mr. Culp 
had witnessed it, as soon jas the statement had been read. 

Q. In the case of this statement, Mr. White, did you or 
Mr. Culp supply any of the information which appears in this 
statement? 

A. We did not. She furnished the entire contents of th^t 
statement. 

Q. You are positive that no threats or intimidation or induce¬ 
ment of any kind was given? 

A. I am positive. ? 

Mr. Margolius. That is all. 


Whereupon, Mary Jess Pyle, called in her own behalf, being 
first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

Direct examination by Mr. Laughlin: 

Q. State your full name. 

A. Mary Jess Pyle. 

Q. How old are you, Mary? 

A. I am 25. 

Q. Where were you born? 

A. In Houston County, Texas. 

Q. And just where in Texas did you live? 

A. I lived in Augusta, Texas. That is about 18 or 20 miles 
out of Crockett. 

Q. Tell me something about your education. 

A. Well, I lacked about a year—I did not finish the high 
school, just a little over a year. 

Q. Do you know these two agents? Will you gentlemen 
stand, please? 

(The two agents stood up.) 

A. Yes. 

Q. Tell us what is the first time that you ever saw those 
agents. 
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A. It was September when they came to my home. 

Mr. Laughlin. Your Honor, it might be well for the record 
to show the names of the two agents who stood and who 
testified yesterday. Dudley H. Culp and Alfred Earl White. 

By Mr. Laughlin : 

Q. Tell us when it was when you saw them and the cir¬ 
cumstances under which you saw them. 

A. Well, I was at home and a car drove up and these fellows 
got out and came to the door and introduced themselves, or 

rather, they asked if I was there. 

Q. Let me ask this: When they came there on that day, 

who was in the home? 

A. My mother, my two sisters and my mother’s half sister 
and myself. 

Q. Can you tell us this, whether you first saw them or some¬ 
one else first saw them? 

A. Somebody else first saw them. 

Q. WTio first spoke to you, or which of the two agents first 
spoke to you? 

A. I don’t remember. I believe it was—I don’t remember 
his name. 

Q. Could you identify him? 

A. The one sitting next to the wall. I think it was him. 

Q. Mr. Culp? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What did he say to you? 

A. He asked me if my name was Mrs. C. H. Laubaugh. 

Q. W 7 hat did you say? 

A. I said “Yes.” 

Q. What next was said? 

A. He said he wanted to talk to me and told me who he was. 
and said he would like to speak to me privately about some¬ 
thing that had happened in Washington, and so I told him “All 
right.” He said, “How about sitting out here in the yard some 
place?” and we got chairs, or he asked for chairs and we took 
chairs out under a tree. 

Q. Tell me this: Where you sat in the yard, what distance 
was that from the house where you first saw them? 
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A. Well, I don’t know just how far it would be. It was quite 
a little ways. I guess about three times as far as from here to I 
the door. 

Q. All right. After you went to the yard, were you seated 
then, all of you? 

A. Yes. | 

Q. On chairs? 

A. On chairs. 

Q. Tell us what was said. 

A. I don’t remember just how he started off. 

Q. When you say “he,” do you mean the same agent? 

A. Yes; but he told me Laubaugh was in trouble and so was 
I if I wasn’t awfully careful, and then he started asking, telling j 
me rather, about things that had happened here and it was 

news to me. I did not even know it. 

Q. Do you remember some of the things he told you? 

A. Yes, I remember. They told me where I lived and where 
I had been, places and even where I had eaten; told me about j 
going to Baltimore and I couldn’t remember the name of the 
place, or he asked me if I had been to Baltimore. I said, I 
don’t remember the name,” 2 .nd he told me the name. 

Q. What did he say? 

A. He said, “Wasn’t it the Oasis?” and then when he said 

that I remember that it was there. 

Q. Was anything said, Miss Pyle, about your signing a state¬ 
ment or making a statement? 

A. Yes. They told me they wanted me to sign a statement | 
and I told him I did not w.ant to sign any statement; that 1 
had not done anything to sign a statement for. He said if I 
didn’t I would get two yearn. 

Q. Did he say at that tune what you would get two years 

for? » ! 

A. No. Well, for being up there and living, using his name 

when I wasn’t married. 

Q. I will ask you, up to that time, Mary, had you ever been 
arrested for anything? 

A. Never. 

Q. Had you ever been a witness in court? 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. Had you ever had any contact with the police or FBI 
before? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What else was said? 

A. W 7 ell, then, they accused me of working as a prostitute 
and I told them I had not and they just kept on over and over 
going back to that, saying that I had, and they said they would 
go in and tell my mother that I had worked as a prostitute. 
Well, I had never been arrested and it scared me. I would 
have signed anything. 

Q. With respect to your mother, was she at any time out¬ 
side of the house, Miss Pyle? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. At that time what about the condition of your mother's 
health? * 

A. My mother was in very bad health. She has heart trou¬ 
ble. She goes to the doctor a couple of times a week, some¬ 
times three. 

Q. Do you know what time it was, do you recall when the 
agents arrived there on this day in question? 

A. I don’t remember the exact time, but it was somewhere 
around one o’clock. 

Q. How” long would you say they remained? 

A. They were there until 6, or a little after, because my dad 
was away and he did not get back until around 6 o’clock. It 
was a little after 6. 

Q. Can you tell me this: As you were being questioned, 
Mary, did either of these men write down anything? 

A. Not that I saw, they didn’t. 

Q. How long had they been there before they began prepara¬ 
tion of the statement? 

A. They must have been there an hour or more. 

Q. Do you know whether they had any papers with them, 
Miss Pyle; files or papers? 

A. They had some in the car and then they went to the car 
and got some and they came back and talked some more and 
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then they went back and got more. They went to the car two 
or three times. 

Q. I will ask you this: You say they were there five hours. 
During that time, did the three of you remain right there all 
that five hours or were there times that they left? 

A. There were times when they left. 

Q. About how many would you say? 

A. Oh, only once. 

Q. Did you notice any occasion that they were in conversa¬ 
tion with each other out of your hearing?. 

A. When they went to the car they were talking and I could 
not hear because that was about as far as from here to the door 
from where I was. 

Q. Did either of them tell you at the beginning at any t.imp 
that you did not have to sijpi a statement if you did not want 
to? 

A. No; they did not tell me that. They told me if I did not 
sign it, I would wind up with two years, and if I did sign it 
they would leave me alone; would not bother me. 

Q. I hand you this Government Exhibit 4, and I will ask 
you to look at the past page, or look it over, and ask if you have 
seen that before, Miss Pyle? 

A. Yes; I have seen it. 

Q. And look at the last page; is that your signature on there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Tell me just how this statement was prepared; how it 
was written, Miss Pyle. 

A. Well, he just took the pencil and started writing after 
we had talked. We had talked and talked for so long. 

Q. Do you recall either of the agents saying to you, “I Mary 
Jess Pyle, make the following voluntary statement to Special 
Agents Dudley H. Culp and Alfred Earl White, both of whom 
have identified themselves to me as special agents of the Fed¬ 
eral Bureau of Investigation. No threats or promises have 
been made to get me to make this statement and I have been 
advised by Mr. Culp that any statement I make may be used 
against me and that I do not have to make a statement.” Do 
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you recall either of them saying that to ycra of reading thai 
to you? 

A. Well, ode of them read something to me. 1 guess 1 1 was 
k> scared. He probably did. 

Q. In whose writing is this statement, or do yotf know that? 

A. Mr. Culp was writing. 

Q. I will ask you this: As he was writing, did Mr. White par¬ 
ticipate in any of the questioning? 

A. He asked a question; yes. 

Q. Would you say that this statement, after it was feeing 
prepared by Mr. Culp, was it then written out without'inter¬ 
ruption? Do you understand my question? 

A. No. 

Q; Suppose I put'it this way: I want to find out just how 
the statement was prepared. You say that Mr. Culp wrote 
the statement. Do you recall him saying to you “I was bom” 
or did you say to him, “I was bom November 5, 1919, in 
Houston County, Texas. My father's name is Henry Floyd 
Pyle and my mother's name is Minnie Lee Pyle.” Do you 
recall that 6r do you have any recollection of that, Miss Pyle? 

. . A.; Yes. He asked me when I was bom and what my; 
mother's and dad’s name was. 

Q. How long would you say it took to write out this’state¬ 
ment? i 

» • i ■* 

A. I don't know just how long. Quite a while. 

Q. Had you had a chance to read this statement over Miss 
Pyle? 

A. I glanced at it here yesterday. 

Q. Suppose you read it again and then I will ask you— 
suppose you read it again. 


^» * 

Q: Miss’Pyle, does this statement contain everything that 
was told to the agents of the FBI on that occasion? 

A. You mean everything that was said? 

Q. Suppose I ask you this: Did you tell them anything 
that is not in this statement? 

A. Well, sure. We were talking. I mean, there were things, 
that were said that isn’t in there. 


Q. Let me ask you this: Did they teQ you that they had 

* • • . * * r 4 *' • 

talked with anyone about this case before they came to you, 

j y* r* ■> * ; -*■* * * ’*'0 ^ * < * F .T** f* •'» j r 1 1 ' f • ■* ** ** ' 

or had information about the case from anyone? 

T X *>' fff * * ~ ' 9 - Ct \ ' '£r 

A. They said that I did not have to tell them anything! 
They knew everything th«;y wanted to know already. 

Q. Did they mention any names? 

w. “ * i> 

A. They mentioned Buck’s name and Sloppy's name; all 
of them. 

r r % ^ A - •• • - •• ••*■• M | • t ■ I « , » ^ 

Q. Did they tell you whether or not they had obtained 
any information from Skippy? 

A. Yes, sir. They said that she had been down talking to 
the FBI men. 

c *• • • '• « 

Q. I want to read this part of the statement, Miss Pyle: 
“One night, after I had been in Washington four or five 
nights, Bob Houston and I went riding with one of his broth¬ 
ers and his wife. We drove down on Ninth Street as Bob 
Houston said he wanted to see a man down there. When we 
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got down on Ninth Street, in the 900 block,'Northwest, the! 
exact number being unknown to me, we got out at Bob 
Houston’s insistence and went into a pool hall, the name I 
don’t recall except that it had two'initials for a name. There! 
I was introduced to Chalmers Howard (Buck) Laubaugh, who! 
was said by Robert Houston to be half owner of the pool room. 
They soon closed the pool hall and Robert and Buck and I 
drove to a nearby apartment house, where we picked up a! 
girl called Skippy, who I now know to be Shirley Estelle Shel¬ 
ton. The four of us then went to the Rustic Tavern, where 
we had several drinks, then went to O’Donnell’s and all”—i 

* ' 7 f I 

apparently there is an error here, Your Honor—“and all then! 
went home.” 

With respect to what I have just read you, did you give 
them that information or did they furnish part of it? 

A. I did not tell them. I just told them that I met Buck at 
the poolroom and that is all I told them. 

Q. Who was it put this in here as Chalmers Howard (Buck} 
Laubaugh? Was that you or was that their their suggestion? 
A. It was theirs. I never call him anything but Buck. 

Q. I will ask you about this part: “The next night Buck 
and I and Bob Houston and a girl named June, her last name 




66 


unknown, went to Baltimore in Buck’s car. We went to the 
Oasis Night Club, then started homeland about eight miles 
out of Washington, Bob drove up to a tourist court, the name 
being unknown to me, and rented a cabin with two rooms and 
one bath. We went into the cabin and Buck and I went to 
bed and had sexual intercourse. I do not know whether Bob 
and June had sexual intercourse but I saw them in the cabin 
with only their underwear on.” 

Now then, did you furnish that, or did they furnish it, or 
did they furnish part of it? 

A. Well, they told me about the time that we went to Balti¬ 
more and asked me where we went. They told me that we 
stopped at a tourist cabin and they asked me, ‘What was the 
name of it?” I could not remember. I also didn’t remember 
the nAmft of the place, the night club that we went to, so 
they told me, “Now, wasn’t it the Oasis,” and when they said 
that I remembered that it was. 

Q. Now, then, this part: 

“I knew Buck had been living with Skippy when I visited 
in Washington the first time, but I did not know until later 
that she was a prostitute.” 

Did you furnish that, or did they? 

A. I did not know she was a prostitute until after this, 
when they came to Texas and told me. 

Q. Now, I want you to listen while I read this part: 

1 “After I had got back to Washington, Buck told me when 
I had been there about two weeks, that he was living with 
Skippy in an apartment near the poolroom and that she was 
practicing prostitution and bringing him the money she made. 
This was the money he was spending on me as he no longer had 
an interest in the poolroom. When he told me about her 
working for him, he said she was turning dates, but he never 
said whether he got the dates for her or not.” 

Who furnished that information; did you or did the agents, 
Miss Pyle? 

1 A. They asked me if I knew that he was living with Skippy 
and that she was working as a prostitute. I told them I knew 
he was living with her but I did not know the other. 

Q. Here is the part in here, and listen to this: 
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“He did not meet me but bad written for me to go to the 
room where he came later tliat day. He told me then it would 
be two weeks before the divorce was granted, and at the end 
of two weeks he could not give up having Skippy work for him 
as a prostitute because he said he ‘wanted to hang on to that 

money for a while longer/ ’ 

Whose language was thai;, Miss Pyle? 

A. It wasn’t mine. 

Q. And “wanted to haiig on to that money for a while 
longer.” That was not your language? 

A N o sir. 

Q. I will ask you this, Miss Pyle: Why did you finally sign 
this statement? . 

A. Because I thought that if I didn’t I would get two years 
and they would tell my mother a bunch of stuff that wasn t 
true and that if I did they said I wouldn’t be bothered any j 

more. I 

Q. Is that the reason you signed it? 

A. They said they would leave me alone. I would never 
be bothered if I would sign that and they wouldn’t tell my 
mother, and I didn’t want them teUing her. * j 

Mr. Laughlin. You may examine. 

Cross-examination by Mr. Margolius: 

. t * * 

# * 

Q We are trying to get your best recollection of exactly 
what took place. You left the house. You went down to 
the tree; is that right? 

A Yes, sir. . .<•'! 

Q. And they said at that time, “You know Buck is in aj 

lot of trouble. We would like to ask you some questions,” and| 

you said you didn’t know anything about it? j 

A No sir They said'he is in trouble and that I was con¬ 
nected up with it and I said, “I don’t know what you are talk¬ 
ing about.” 

Q. What was said immediately after that: 

A. Well, then they started telling me. i 

Q. That is what we want to know. What did they tell 

you? 
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A. .That he had been locked up for white slavery and be- 

• i VO - rtf' r 3 3i«: : -:tvi > uz * 

cause I nad been in Washington- 

*^0- (Interposing.) Because what? 

A. Because I had been Here in Washington and been around 

v j - .a v-‘ * Tr 1 3,: -~ i; : octsm CT/j 

him and with him, I was m trouble, top. 

‘Q.What kind of trouble did theysay you were in? 

A. They said I could get time for being with him. 

Q. I am not interested in that." What kind of trouble did 
they say you were in? 

A. That is the only trouble they told me. 

Q. What did they say you could get time for? 

A. For being around Buck. 

Q. Then it' wasn’t for signing the statement but it was for 
£>eing around Buck you could get time for? 

.A. They said if I signed it they wouldn’t bother me any 


more. 

vi:z 


Q. And if you didn’t sign it, what would happen? 

A. That I would get two years. 

Q. When the agents said to you, <f You can get two years,” 
did you ask them for what? 

f* £ ' * * * • " * » ( 

A. Look, I don’t know anything about law and when they 
told me I would get two years I believed them. 

Q. You knew you hadn’t done anything, didn’t you? 

A. I knew I hadn’t except being around Buck. " 

Q. And you knew you hadn’t worked for Buck as a prosti¬ 
tute? 

: • A. I knew that. 

Q. You knew you had not done anything in violation of 
law other than live with him; is that right? 

A. That is right, but I don’t know what they can do to you 
for that. 
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Q. Yes. What did the FBI men, Culp and White, tell you 
about what they wanted to get from you; what information 
they wanted to get from you? ' *■' 

A. They didn’t want to get any information from mp. They 
had their information. 

Q. What did they tell you they had? 

• - A. They told me that they knew that she was working for 
him and that I was living with him and everything. 







<J. other information did they tell you tijjey had? 

That is what we want to have. How much information 
they have when they talked to you? 

A. They told me where I lived. 

Q. Where did they tell you you lived? 

A. They told me different places that I had lived and where 
J ate and where I had been, like when we went to Baljbip^e 
that time. 

Q. They told you all that? 

A. Sure, they knew it. • 

Q. They did. Is that your answer? 

A. That is my answer. 

Q. Where did they tell you that you had lived? 

A. Well, they just said they knew where I had Jived; I 

had lived at N Street, and I had lived on Rhode Is l a nd and 

• * 1 ' • , 

17th. 

Q. And did they also tell you you lived on 17th across from 
the Acme Grocery Store? They told you that? 

A. They knew that. 

Q. Did they tell you that? 

A. Yes, sir. j 

Q. You didn’t tell them that? 

A. They told me I lived on 17th Street and I said “Yes, I 
did.” I admitted it becau se I did live there. 

Q. Did they tell you wh at part of the building you lived in? 
A. I don’t remember whether they said what part of the 
building or not, but I just know that they told me I jived there. 

Q. Did they tell you what intersection it was close to? Did 
they tell you that? 

A. I don’t remember. I don’t even remember myself where 
it is. 

Q. You don’t, 17th and Q. 

A. I think it is somewhere around there. 

Q. And did you tell them about Bob Houston, or did they 
tell you about Bob Houston? .. j 

A. They knew that I cime up here with Bpb Houston. 

Q. Did they mention Eob Houston’s name before you men¬ 
tioned it? Did they tell you that before you said anything 
about it? 
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• A. They told me I came up here with a fellow named Hous¬ 
ton. . 

Q. Did they tell you where you came when you came to 
Washington with him? 

A. I don’t know whether they told me that or what, whether 
they told me everything, I rqean just for details, word for word, 
but they told me everything and then asked me, “isn’t that 
right?” 

Q. They asked you the question and you kept saying “Yes,” 
is that right? 

A. Not to all of them; no. 

Q. Did they tell you who was with you when you met Lau- 
baugh? 

A. I don’t remember whether they told me who was with 
him cm* what. I think they asked me how I met him and I 
told them at a poolroom. 

Q. How did the name “June” come into this? Did they 
mention it or did you? 

A. I didn’t mention it. 

Q. You did not, but June was the name of the girl you 
went to Baltimore with, wasn’t it? 

A. Yes; I think her name was June. 

Q. But they mentioned it to you; you never mentioned it 
to them? 

A. No; I never mentioned it. They knew who went along 
when we went to Baltimore. 

Q. Did they tell you you stopped at a tourist camp or did 
you tell them? 

A. They told me. 

# * * * « 

Q. But they did mention to you the Oasis, a little night club 
in Baltimore? 

A. That is right. 

Q. They mentioned it to you; you did not mention it to 
them? 

A. That is right, because I did not remember the name of it. 

Q. Coming down to your statement some more, who is the 
one who mentioned about June and Bob being in a tourist 
cabin in underwear? 
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A. That wasn't mentioned. 

Q. You did not mention that? 

A. That was not mentioned that I remember anything about. 

Q. Was it true or false? ; . 

A. Well, they were in one room and we were in the other 

room. : 

Q. Were they in their underwear? 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. Did you see them in their underwear? 

A. No, sir; I did not see them. I was in a different room 

altogether. ? 

Q. You were in a room alone with Buck? 

A. That is right. 

* * * * 

Q. Did you tell them in the statement that you had rela¬ 
tions with Buck at that point, at that place, or did they tell 
you that? 

A. I don’t remember telling them that I did. 

* * * * * 

Q. Mr. Culp or Mr. White, neither of those gentlemen, were 
in that cabin that night; is that right? You didn’t see either 
one of them in that cabin-on the road to Baltimore, did you?j 
A. No, sir. * 

Q. This statement was not written out before they came 
to you, they wrote it out as you talked to Ihem; isn’t that 
right? 

A. We talked and then they wrote it out. 

Q. Then they wrote it out and they read back to you the 
statement as they wrote it, didn’t they? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What? 

A. Not as they wrote it. 

Q. How did they read it back? ^ 

A. They read something to me, but there are a lot of things 
in there since I read it that they did not read to me and I did 
not read the paper myself. I don’t know what was in it until 
I read it here because I started to read it. They handed it to 
me and said “Read it,” and I got about half way of the first 
page and he started to tell me to sign here and sign there, and 
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he turned the pages and I did not have time to read it at all 
and I did not read it aloud to them either. 

Q. What was the name of Buck’s pool hall: do you know? 

the Court. Who? 

Mr. Margolius. Buck’s pool hall: Laubaugh’s pool hall. 

. '. .V ■> Vi. \«l.* ( .A* t / A-J*. J /• V •“ j • * 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. What was the name ofbis pqolrPQm? 

A. G & M, I believe. 

Q. It had initials; is that right? 

4- That is right. 

Q. And when you first met him, it is a fact, is it not, that 
you went with him and Bob to an apartment house and picked 
up Skippy? That is a true fact, isn’t it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And that is what you told these agents, isn’t it? 

A. I suppose I did. There is things in there that I told them 
but I didn’t tell them all of this stuff. 

Q. You told them you went to the Rustic Cabin, didn’t you, 
for some drinks? 

i 

A. I don’t know. 

Q. You don’t remember that? 

A. I don’t remember whether we .went to the Rustic Cabin 
or not. 

Q. You didn’t. Well, you remember that you gave testi¬ 
mony at Laubaugh’s trial, don’t you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you say at that trial in response to questions: 

“Q. You told them about Bpb Houston, and so forth? 

“A. Yes. ' r , 

“Q. You told them Bob Houston introduced you to Buck? 

“A. That is right. 

“Q. And you told them, did you pot, how on the first occa¬ 
sion that you met Buck through Bob you were with Bob, and 
Bob picked up Skippy and you wept to some Rustic Garden, 
or some place? 

“A. I told them abput that, ; 

“Q. You told them that ? ; 

“A. Yes. , 


-■ i. •. 
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“Q. D# you ; ato SW .flg* £ & e .^s in Balti- 

more? 

"A. It was not the next nijght. 

"<£ Welt'soiAetime;' 4 * ~ ' 

“A. Yes, sir” * 

A. I told them we went to Baltimore. I did not tell them 
where we went because I did not remember the name of it. 

you tcjl them that you went to”Augusta and £uf%i, 
and so forth, as set forth in this statement as I read it to the 
jury? Did you tell them all those details? 

A. They asked me the different places I had worked and I 
told than where I hacT worked different places. 

1 Q. Did you tell them about the time that Buck came jg 
Texas for you? 

A. They knew he came to Texas. I admitted it. I said, 

*' • •• ■ ;-«'/• / 12. C <'\Zi ~ • - '- 1 -•* • *. ‘ * . «> 

‘Yes, he came out.” 

Q. Did you fell them what happened when he came to 
Texas? '* s * J * 

* A. He came out to the house. 

Q. How did you get back to Texas after your first trip to 
Washington with Houston? Who paid for the trip? 

A. I paid for my own trip. 

Q. Did you tell the agents that? 

A. Yes; I told them I paid for my ticket. 

Q. You said you paid for your own ticket? 

A. They asked me if I paid for my ticket and I told them 
Idid. 

* ' Q. Did you tell them, “I bought my own ticket.” Did you 
tell them in those words? 

A. I just said I got my own ticket. 

Q. Then did you tell them “When I returned to Lufkin I 
went to Augusta to visit my parents and corresponded with 
Buck.” Did you tell them that or did they fell you that? 

' A. I guess I told them I went home. 

Q. What they read back to you, Miss Pyle, was exactly the 
truth, wasn't it? When you gave this statement and they rgad 
ft baick to you, they read you everything that you thought was 

ji., . : < . ii v t * ' .•:* '"•••• * S>| - * 7 -* 

correct? -' • • * . 
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A. There axe some things in that statement they did not 
read tome. 

Q- What they did read to you was actually correct, wasn’t 
it? 

A. I would not say that. 

Q. Didn’t you testify at the last trial that everything that 
they read to you was correct, and I asked you then why did 
you refuse to sign it if everything they read to you was actu¬ 
ally correct. Do you remember that? 

A. I didn’t refuse to sign it. I did sign it. 

Q. Or have any reason not to sign it. Did they or did they 
not read back your statement that was, in your judgment, a 
correct one? 

A. That was incorrect. 

Q. No, that was correct. In other words, did everything they 
read to you, was everything correct as they read it to you? 

A. I don’t know whether it was correct or not. 

Q. Do you remember that you told them at any time that 
they had made a mistake? 

A. That wouldn’t have done any good, my telling them they 
had made a mistake. 

Q. Why? 

iA. What was the use? I didn’t know what was in it, so 
why try to find out? I mean, I just signed it. I was scared, 
I wanted them to leave. 

Q. Why were you scared? 

A. Well, I was just—I don’t know—I was nervous. I have 
never been around anything like that before and I didn’t 
know. 

Q. These are harmless looking gentlemen, aren’t they? 

Mr. Laughlin. I object to that. It should be stricken and 
counsel reprimanded, Your Honor. 

Mr. Mabgolius. I want to know what in their appearance 
scared you. 

The Court. You may ask that. 

The Witness. It wasn’t their appearance that scared me. 
It was the things they said, the threats, and they said I would 
get two years and that scared me. 
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By Mr. Margoltus : 

Q. How many times did they :?ay that? 

A. They said that several tim<is. 

. Q. When did they first tell it to you? 

A. When they told me Buck was in trouble and they wanted 
mp to sign the statement and told me that I would be, too, 1 
would get in trouble if I didn’t ;ind I said, “I don’t know what 
you are talking about.” 

Q. When did they first bring up about your mother? 

A. Well, it was right at the first and they said they would go 
in and tell her and I didn’t want them to do that. 

Q. You say right at first? 

A. I mean after, when I told them whether I should sign 

anything. ? 

Q. Did they say that they were going to tell your mother 
you were a prostitute or that you had been living with Buck? 
Which did they tell you ? 

A. They said they would tell her I had been working for 
Buck as a prostitute and they also insisted and beating at me 
to say that I was. 

Q. And did they read back to you the part of the statement 

here, on the last page, as follows: 

“I did not work for Buck as a prostitute and have never 

worked as a prostitute.” ; 

Did they read that back to you? 

A. Yes; they read that. 

Q. They read that, but they' kept insisting you were a pros¬ 
titute? 

A. Yes; they kept insisting that I was. 

Q. What was the name of your first husband? 

A. M. E. ■ 

Q. M. E. what? 

A. Walker. 

Q. Did you tell them that or did they know that? 

A. I told them. 

Q. Did you tell them what date you got married, or did they 

know that, too? 1 

A. No; they asked me and I told them. 


! 

I 
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Q. Let me ask you this question: Is this true or a false 
statement: 

“Buck paid the rent, gave me money to spend and for food, 
bought me two dresses and a gift of a bottle of perfume.” 

Is that true or false. 

A. That is true. I mean he did buy me as a gift a bottle of 
perfume. 

Q. He read you the whole statement and you said it was 
true. 

A. I paid my own rent. 

Q. You paid your own rent? 

A. Yes. 

_^ i * i * , T ’ # 

Q. Why did you say at first it was true? 

A. I mean it was—well, part of it is true. • 

Q. How about giving you money to spend and for food? 

A. He gave me money sometimes for food. He would say, 
“Get something in and let’s have dinner tonight.” 

Q. You lived with Buck? 

A. He was eating there. 

Q. You lived with Buck as husband and wife, didn’t you? 

A. Buck came in there. He never spent the nights He never 
lived there. None of his clothes were there. 

Q. But you lived as Mrs. C. H. Laubaugh? 

A. Yes. 

p r r • . 

Q. You were very, very fond of him, weren’t you? 

A. Yes; I am very fond of him. 

Q. You are still very fond of him, aren’t you? 

A. Yes; I am still fond of him. 

Q. Isn’t it that affection for him that caused you to go into 
the first trial and state that these agents threatened you to get 
you to sign this statement? 

A. No, sir; that is not the truth. 

Q. What were you doing in Texas at the time they came to 
get the statement? 

A. I was visiting my mother and dad. 

Q. Isn’t it a fact you had become very angry with Buck 
and had decided to leave him for good and return back tb 
Texas? Isn’t that true? 
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A. I did get angry but I had already planned to go to Texas. 

. Q. But you: were angry with' Buck when these two agents 
came down to Texas to talk to you? 

A -iLt k • * 

. No, sir. 

Q. And it was because of ( that anger that you decided to give 
them a full statement? .. 

A. I didn’t give them a full statement, sir. They knew 
everything that is in’ there. * They were telling me. j 

Q. Did they tell you these things from memory, these things ! 
that they told you?. Were, they talking from memory or did I 
they have papers in front of them? . , 

A. They didn’t have papers in front of them. 

Q. When they said, ‘The Rustic Cabin” or “The Oasis” j 
or mentioned the name of Bob Houston or SHppy, did they ! 
take it right out of their miftds? 

A. Those fellows are very highly educated and when they 
read something I am sure they can remember. 

Q. All right. Let me ask you this: Do ypu know a man by 
the name of — by the way, you had* left Buck before, hadn’t 
you, m a very angry frame of mind? 

A. No, sir; I had gone home before. I always went home. 
Q. You left him on April 1 because you decided he was not! 
going to marry you; is that right? 

A. I went home and I would have this year, too, if I could 
have’ • 

Q. You went home to stay, didn’t you? “ 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Wasn’t it only after he told you that he was getting his j 
divorce and getting himself straightened out and would marry 
you that you came back? ; 

A. No; I came back—I came back every time. It still has | 
not happened. 

Q. Yes; I know that, but what I am asking you is that you j 
came back after he told you he was going to get his divorce? 

A. He told me he was going to get a divorce after I came up j 
here the first time. • . / . 

Q. And you were extremely jealous of Skippy, weren’t you? j 
A. Yes; I did not like her. 
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Q. As a matter of fact, that, was one of the things that made 
you go home in September 1944, right before you gave this 
statement, because you were so extremely jealous of Skippy; 
isn’t that right? You resented her connection with Buck; isn’t 
that right? . . 

A. Certainly I did. 

Q. And you were in that same frame of mind when these 
agents came to talk toyou; isn’t that right? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You still resented Skippy and what she was doing and 
Buck’s connection with her; isn’t that right? 

A. I still resented, I did not like her being around him. 

Q. Why did you resent her? 

A. I just did not like her because she was around him, I 
guess. When you love someone, you don’t want anyone else 
around them. 

Q. Buck at the same time was living with you or you were 
using his name and had her living under his name, too, and 
you knew that, didn’t you? 

A. I knew he had lived with her quite a while, a long time 
before he knew me. 

Q. And it is your testimony you did not know she was pros¬ 
tituting herself for him? 

• * * * * 

The Witness. No; I did not know she was a prostitute. 
***** 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of A1 Myers of Kansas 
City? 

A. Yes; I know a man by the name of A1 Myers. 

Q. Of Kansas City? 

A. Yes; that is his home. 

Q. Did the FBI tell you about him or did you tell him? 

A. They asked me about different men that I had went with 
and what their names were, and where they lived, and I told 
them several. 

• Q. What did you tell them about A1 Myers and what they 
tell you? 
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A They asked who was the fellow that I had went with. __ 
q! What else did you tell them about A 1 th^taJd 

you’ Give us the whole conversation with them, if y 
remember it, as you remember other thrngs about 1 J _ 

A. Well, I just told them I had went with him for a tong 

Wh 0 6 They didn’t know the name “A1 Myers,” did theyt l 
mean^hey got the information the first time from you; is that 

^ They asked me to name over the men that I had went 
wit and that was the last fellow that I had gone with before 

I met Buck. 

Q. Where did you know A1 Myers. 

_ y • f 

Q. Youtold the agents that. Did you tell them your con- 

“t'TdoS r^eSTwhat all I told therm I just remember 
that they were asking me who was the last fellow I went with 

before I met Buck and 1 told them. 

Q. In the statement which was read to you by the agents, 

did the name A1 Myers appear? 

- A. I don’t remember. ' ' . ... .. 

Q. Did an address on Eighth Street appear in that state¬ 
ment as read to you? ; 

A. I didn’t hear it. 

Q. What is that? • 

A I didn’t hear it. , . 

O. You didn’t hear it. In your discussion with the agents 

at your home, was an address on Eighth Street mentioned be-| 
tween you? 

A I beg your pardon? ; . j 

Q Was an address on Eighth Street mentioned in your dis¬ 
cussions or conversation with these agents? Can t you answer 

that? 

A. I think there might have been. ' 

Q. And did you tell them certain details about that Eighth 

Street address? 

A. No, sir. 

691285 — 46 - 6 
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Q. Did they tell you? 

A. They—I don’t remember what was said. 

Q. By the way, was the statement written in ink or pencil? 

A. Well, it is written in ink. I don’t remember—I guess he 
wrote it with a pen. 

Q. You mentioned on your direct it was written in pencil. 
I just wanted to find out. 

Miss Pyle, one or two more questions and I am finished. 
How did you happen to initial certain parts of this statement? 

A. Because he turned the pages and he said, “Put your 
initials here and here and here.” 

Q. Did you know what you were initiali n g? * „ 

A. I just put my initials there where he had marked some¬ 
thing. 

' Q. Did you always put your initials on the side of the page 
or in the middle of the line, or where? 

A. I don’t remember. 

Q. When you signed the statement, at the moment that 
you put your signature to it, what was said to you by the 
agents? You told us what was said to begin with, what was 
said by the agents to you at the time that you actually put 
your signature to the statement? 

A. Well, when I signed it they just said I would not have 
anything to worry about. 

Q. At the time that you signed this statement, had you any 
intention of coming back to Washington to live with Buck? 

A. Well, I probably would have. 

Q. What is that? 

A. I say ‘Yes, I would have come back to Washington. I 
like Washington.” 

Q. What did you mean when you said, ‘You probably would 
have”? 

A. Well, I like Washington and so when I had been home for 
a while and visited I would have come back. 

Q. Isn’t it a fact, Miss Pyle, that for a very long period 
of time you received your sole support from Laubaugh? 

• * * * * 

The Witness. No, sir; because I worked for four years as 
a waitress and we make pretty good and I had saved my money. 
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Q. But you had not worked for approximately a year while 
you were living up here with him? 

A. For about a year, I guess I didn’t work any. 

Q. And the only money that you had was money that he 
gave you; is that right? 

A. No; I had money back home. 

Q. How much money did you have that you lived on when 
you came up here? 

A. Pardon? „ 

Q. How much money did you have that you lived on when 
you came up here? 

A. When I first came up here, I brought several hundred j 
with me. I mean, it don’t run up big. 

Q. How many hundred?; 

A. I should say I had about five or six hundred with me. 

Q. And when Buck was. arrested in this White Slave case, 
didn’t you get part of his money? 

A. Buck- 

* * * * * • 

The Witness. No, sir; I did not get his money. Buck 
spent his money. 

* * * * * 

Redirect examination by Mr. Laughlin : 

Q. Miss Pyle, in September 1944, were you fond of Buck? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, you were not angry with him when the 
agents were there? 

A. With him; no; 

Q. You have seen this statement. Can you tell me when | 
that statement was prepared, were there any times that any 
pages were destroyed or torn up while it was being prepared? 

A. Well, I know there were some pages taken out because 
he wadded them up in his hand and took them away with h i m . 

Q. All right. When you were talking with the agents, did 
you at any time see any papers in the hands of the agents; any 
papers or anything like that, or letters, anything like that? 

A. They had some papers. They went to the car and took 
a brief case and got things out. 


a. • 
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Q. Did the agents tell you when Skippy had made her state¬ 
ments to the FBI? 

A. I don’t know whether they said the day or anything. 
They just told me she had been down talking to them several 
times. 

• * * * • * 

TESTIMONY IN REBUTTAL 

Mr. Margolius. Mr. Culp. 

Dudley H. Culp, previously sworn, resumed the stand and 
testified further as follows: 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. Mr. Culp, you have been sworn and testified heretofore? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were present during the testimony of the defendant, 
Mary J. Pyle: is that right? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you heard her testimony? 

A. Yes, sir. 

* * * * * 

Q. What information did you have in your possession when 
you went to see Mary J. Pyle in Texas? 

A. The information I had was a teletype that had been sent 
to our Dallas office from our Washington office. 

Q. Was that the sole source of information? 

A. That was all; yes, sir. 

Q. Had you conducted any sort of an investigation with 
respect to the activities which went on here in the District 
of Columbia? 

A. No, sir; I had not. 

Q. Had you ever spoken to or had any dealings with this 
girl Skippy? 

A. No, sir; I had never heard of the case until I received 
the teletype and was instructed to interview Mary Pyle. 

Mr. Margolius. Would you mark this, please? 

(The document was marked “Government’s Exhibit No. 6” 
for identification.) 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. I show you Government’s Exhibit No. 6 for identifica¬ 
tion, and ask you whether or not you can identify that? 
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* •« i *'* 1 

A. This is a copy- : 

Mr. Laughlin (interposing): I object. 

By Mr. Margolius: ] 

Q. Can you identify it? 

A. Yes, I can. 

Mr. Laughlin. May I sec- it, your Honor? 

(Document was handed to counsel.) 

The Court. Are you going to offer it in evidence? 

Mr. Margolius. Yes, I am. 

The Court. Very well. 

Mr. Laughlin. Is it being offered at this time, your Honor? 
Mr. Margolius. After properly identified I will offer it in 

evidence. 

The Court. Are you offering it? 

Mr. Margolius. Yes. 

The Court. Is there any objection? 

Mr. Laughlin. Of course- 

The Court. State whether or not there is objection. 

Mr. Laughlin. Yes. 

The Court. You are objecting? 

Mr. Laughlin. Yes. 

The Court. Let me read it, please. 

(The document, Government's Exhibit 6, was handed to 
the Court.) 

The Court. Step here a moment, please. 

(Thereupon, counsel approached the bench and the follow¬ 
ing procee din gs were had out of the hearing of the jury.) 

Do I understand that this witness will testify that this is 
the only information he had concerning these people or any 
of these people? 

Mr. Margolius. He has; got the other teletype on the abor¬ 
tion matter. I am leaving that out on purpose, but I am 
perfectly willing to bring it in. 

(The document was handed the Court.) 

Mr. Laughlin. May I see this one, your Honor? 

(The document was handed to counsel.) 

The Court. What is your objection to this please, or to 
either one of them? This first one has been offered. 
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Mr. Laughun. It goes into matter I submit, that have 
nothing to do with the ease. ■' 

The Court. Of course, if I admit it I will instruct the jury 
that those are matters that are not important and they need 
not concern them and the only purpose of this is as it bears 
on the statements of the defendent that these agents knew 
all the facts and stated them themselves to her and put them 
into the statement and the counterevidence of the Govern¬ 
ment that all they know was what was in this teletype, that 
they had no other information than that. 

The defendant., Mary Pyle, has made this relevant. As I 
say, I wifi tefl the jury—I think this paper is admissible in 
view of her own testimony but I will tell the jury that the 
truth or falsity or that the matters stated in here are not ma¬ 
terial except as they bear upon her testimony in this case and 
the agent’s testimony as to what information they had con¬ 
cerning her. In other words, I think it is admissible with 
that instruction. 

Mr. Laug&lin. Exception please, Your Honor. 

The Court. Yes. 

Mr. Laughlin. I do not think this other teletype is ad¬ 
missible. 

Mr. Margolius. I am not going to bother you with that be¬ 
cause I left it out of the written statement. You just keep it 
here. 

The Court. It may be admissible. Of course, I ruled that 
out in this case in chief because it did not seem to me, as the 
case stood then, that it had any important bearing—it might 
have now, it might not—but you can do as you please about 
it. 

Mr. Laugh lin. As I understand, Your Honor, with respect 
to this, in your instructions to the jury you will cover this? 

The Court. Yes; I will them now as it is received that I 
am receiving it as evidence only as tending to show what in¬ 
formation the agents had when they went to her as bearing 
upon her testimony and as bearing on theirs concerning the 
information they had when they interviewed her. Except for 
that, it is unimportant. 


- Mr, Laughlin. There seem to be some code letters. 

The Court. They can be explained if yon want them. 

Mr, Laughlin. I think they ought to be. I do not know 
what they mean. j 

(Thereupon, counsel resumed their places at the trial table 
and the following proceedings were had in open court:) 

The Court. Gentlemen, I have just had a conference with 
counsel concerning this matter which I am admitting in evi¬ 
dence. It is what the witness refers to as the teletype from 
the FBI headquarters to him giving certain information to 
him and certain instructions. It contains statements which are 
material only for one purpose, and it is for the one purpose 
that I am admitting it. j 

There has been testimony pro and con here concerning what 
information the agents had with respect to the defendant and 
Laubaugh and other parties whose names have been mentioned 
when they, went to her home in Texas and interviewed her. 
She has given you her version of that. In substance, the effect 
of it is that they knew ail these things and told her about 
them and put them in the 'statement whereas the officers state 
that they did not know ail the things included in this state¬ 
ment. They knew only those things which they were advised 
of in the teletype and that becomes important in view of the 
nature of the testimony pro and con upon that‘subject and it 
is only bearing upon that question that I am admitting it and 
you will treat it only in that way and in no other. 

I think that is a satisfactory explanation, isn’t it, Mr. 
Laughlin? 

Mr. Laughlin. Yes; of course with the exception resowed. 

The Court. I understand you are objecting to its admis¬ 
sibility. 

Mr. Laughlin. Yes. ' 

The Court. But I am receiving it with that explanation and 
instruction to the jury which they will follow. 


By Mr. Margolius: > 

Q. This is apparent it is a teletype. Identify that more 
fully, please. : 
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A. This is a copy of a teletype that was forwarded from the 
Washington field division of the FBI to our Dallas and San 
Antonio offices containing certain instructions to both offices 
with reference to an investigation. 

Q. And did there come a time when that was delivered 
into your possession? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you state whether or not that is the document you 

had containing all of the information which you were given 
concerning your investigation of Mary Pyle here? 

A. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Q. Or at least concerning the matter about which you talked 
to her? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you state whether or not that is the document you 
had containing all the information which you were given con¬ 
cerning your investigation of Mary Pyle here? 

A. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Q. Or at least concerning the matter about which you talked 
to her? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Margolius. If the Court has no objection, I would 
like to have him read that to the jury. 

The Court. I understand from this witness you say when 
you went to her and interviewed her you had no other infor¬ 
mation than that contained in that teletype? 

***** 

Q. You had some other information which the Court and 
counsel and I have agreed is not material? * 

A. I was advised not to mention that. 

The Court. That is understood. 

Mr. Laughlin. Yes. 

Mr. Margolius. It does not bear on this. 

The Witness. This is all the information I had; yes. It 
is headed FBI Washington Field Office. 

The Court. You might explain those symbols. 

The Witness. Yes, sir, I will. “FBI Washington Field.” 
That means that it is emanating from our field office here in 
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the District; to the S. A. C.’s. That is special agents in 
charge, Dallas and San Antonio, and it is designated as ur¬ 
gent.” That means that the office desires immediate inves¬ 
tigation. Sometimes if the investigation is not necessary 1 m- •- 

mediately, it is just- 

The Court. You need not explain that. 

The Witness. The first word is a code word which indicates 
it comes from an FBI office.' Then we have the title of the 
case as it originated in the Washington field office. It says, 
“Chalmers Howard Laubaugh, with alias (Buck), Nelson Otis 
Sipe (with aliases); Shirley Estelle Shelton (with aliases) vic¬ 
tim kidnapping white slave traffic act.” That is the title un¬ 
der which the case is carried in the office from which it ema- 

4 

nates. j 

“Secure signed statement from Mary Pyle, known prostitute, 
believed employed Texas Steak House, with Sister Audrey, 
Brownsville, Texas, re her complete knowledge of activities of 
subjects and victim! and the fact that Laubaugh transported 
Pyle to and from Texas to Washington, D. C., upon several 
occasions. Mary Pyle witnessed assault by Laubaugh on Ed¬ 
die Daymude in apartment cf subject Sipe on or about August 
31 last, after both subjects had brought victim back from An¬ 
derson, Indiana. ' Laubaugh at that time alleged to have made 
threats against lives of victim and Daymude. Mary Pyle 
lived with Laubaugh in Washington, D. C., as man and wife. 
Ascertain addresses in Washington where they resided and 
conditions existing during this cohabitation. Determine if 
Laubaugh claimed Shirley Shelton as his wife, did he indicate 
he intended to divorce second wife and any pertinent dates 
recalled. Mary Pyle supposedly had informed her parents 
who reside rural route 1, Augusta, Texas, she was married. to 
Laubaugh and Laubaugh visited at home of Pyle holding him¬ 
self out as her husband. Mary Pyle’s parents wrote to her 
as Mrs. C. H. Laubaugh. Interview parents and determine all 
addresses in Washington to which they directed letters. Ques¬ 
tion Mary Pyle as to names and location of any prostitutes 
she may know who were working for Sipe or Laubaugh either 
past or present. Secure all information re beating of girls 
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working for either subject and reason for beating. Also what 
clothes and money furnished Pyle by Laubaugh. Mary Pyle 
described twenty-five, five feet five inches, one hundred twenty 
pounds, light brown to blond hair, gold crown edge of front 
too’h. Submit teletype and expedite report as subjects are 
in custody.” 

That is signed, “Hottel.” That is the name of the agent in 
charge. 

The Court. Let me see that. 

(The teletype was handed to the Court.) 

The Court. Go ahead. 

By Mr. Margolius: 

Q. Was it on the basis of that teletype you interrogated the 
defendant, Mary Pyle? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Margolius. That is all. 

Cross-examination by Mr. Laughlin: 

* * * * * 

Q. (Reading.) “Secure signed statement from, Mary Pyle, 
known prostitute.” Who furnished that information? 

A. Whoever prepared the teletype in the Washington field 
office. 

Q. As a matter of fact, you know she never has been arrested 
for prostitution, don’t you? 

A. No, sir; I only know what she says. - 

* „- * * * * 

Q. Did you ask her the question as to the names and locar 
tion of any prostitutes she knew who were working for Sipe 
or Laubaugh either past or present? Did you ask her that? 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. What names did she give you? 

A. She did not give me any. The statement will reflect 
she did not recall names other than the Shelton woman. 

Q. Did you ask her about information die had that Lau¬ 
baugh and Sipe had beaten girls working for them? ‘ .. 

A. I did ask her that. . . . ...... 
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Q. What did she say to that? 

A. The statement will reflect, as I recall the statement, she 
said that he struck her and that the Shelton wompn had stated 
that he had struck her, the Shelton woman. Other than that 
she did not know. . I believe that was her answer. 

Mr. Laughun. That is all, Your Honor. 
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